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Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 

Birector, FBI /' , 


April Iff, 1975 



DAVID DE LUNGE E, et al. v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(H.S.B.e.* D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 



By memorandum dated July 24, ■mi, I advised that our 
Los Angeles Office had 19,609 pages of logs and transcripts 
ixit no tapes concerning this matter. This Office has now advised 
that these figures should he revised to indicate that they have 
approximately 60,000 pages of logs and transcripts and 3,655 tapes 
concerning this matter. 


1 - Los Angeles (176-79B) 


62-112989 


NOTE: Based on Los Angeles airtel to the Bureau dated 4/9/75, 
captioned as above. / 
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Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


Date: 4/9/75 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 

ATTN: LEGAL COUNEKD SECTION 

FROM: SAC, LOS ANGELES (176-79B) 

SUBJECT: DAVID T. DELLINGER, ET AL 

9? ^ vs. JOHN M. MITCHELL, ET AL 

~rjy (usdc, dc) 

CIVIL ACTION 1768-69 


W 


Re Los Angeles nitel dated 4/7/75 and/Los Angeles 
-SvLetter and letterhead memorandum dated 6/13/74, captioned 
\i v DAVID T. DELLINGER, Et Al, vs Attorney General JOHN M. 

^ MITCHELL, Et Al, Alleged Violation of Constitutional 
^Rights (Attention: Intelligence Division, Section CI-3)." 


On 4/8/75 J I American Civil 

Liberties Union Attorney, came to the Los Angeles Office 
where he remained for a perio d of approximately one hour. 
During this period I I made a cursory review of 

technical logs pertaining to installations at various Black 
Panther Party (BPP) Headquarters located in the Los Angeles, 
California, area. The purpose of I | -visit ostensibly 

was to make a determination as to the extent of time involved 
in reviewing logs, memoranda and tapes concernin g the BPP 
which were maintained by the Los Angeles Office. I I 

primary concern appeared to be centered around the period / 
of early or mid-1969.- - - * / 


Bureau 

2 - Los Angeles 

(1 - 94-430B-1231JJ) 
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LA 176-79B 


During the course of conversation with|_ | 

it was indicated to him that tapes pertaining to respective 
technical logs had been destroyed. (During June 1974, a 
survey was made by personnel of the Los Angeles Office to 
locate these tapes with negative results and it was assumed 
at that time that t hey had be en 'destroyed.) Stimulated 
by a remark made by | | to the effect that he had 

replayed tapes made available to him by the San Fra ncisco _ 

Office, that office was telphonically contacted and _ 

statement was confirmed. Subsequently, a painstaking search 
of the Los Angeles Office resulted in these tapes being 
located in a specially designated area apart from other evidence. 

At about 4 :30 pm, 4/8/ 75, SAC JAMES L. STARTZELL 
endeavored to contact | | in order to rectify the 

statement made to him to the effect that the tapes had been 
destroyed. SAC STARTZELL's efforts resul ted in a co ntact 
with an answering service which indicated I I would 

not be availa ble until a bout noon on 4/9/75. SAC STARTZELL 
directed that | | be informed that SAC STARTZELL desired 

to talk to him. At 2:25 pm, 4/9/75, he returned this call 
and was advised by SAC STARTZELL that there was some tapes 
available and they would be included in the material he 
might review on his next trip to the office and in the mean 
time a complete inventory would be done to determine if they 
were all retained. 

It should be noted in above-referenced airtel 
and letterhead memorandum dated 6/13/74, in answer to 
Interrogatory Number Six, Item A, it was stated that the 
tapes were not avalable. This statement should be 
corrected to note that the tapes are, in fact, 'available 
Also, in the same Interrogatory, it was pointed out that 
\ i an estimate of approximately 9,650 pages of logs and close 
Sljji© another 10,000 pages of transcripts and/or other records 
' J- b_jffid memoranda relating to the surveillance would be available 
/for review. These figures should be revised to indicate 
/) that approximately 15,000 pages of logs are available and 
.approximately 45,000 pages of related transcripts and/or 
/j/«other records and memoranda are available for review. 

^ l-1 . ^ ' 

Jfajy |_| indicated that he would/i returning to 

the Los Angeles Office, probably with other help, on the 
/ morning of .4/15/75. " 


b6 

b7C 








4-312 (Rev. 12-11-73) 


Date of Mail 4/29/75 


Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section. 
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UNITED STATES JJpERNMENT 

»Memorandum 


coite|»TiKt 


Mr. J. B. Adams 


FROM Legal CmnsSjjW 1 '^ HERElii IS UNCLASSIFIED 

SUBJECT: DAVID DELLINGER, et al., v. DAJD^JMp! 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 

(d.d.c.) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 £lCj 


CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 



Dep. AD Adrr 
Dep. AD Inv. 
’ Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. _ 

Comp. Syst. . 
Ext. Affairs _ 

K iles & Com. 

en. Inv. _ 

Ident. _ 

Inspection _ 

Intel 1. _ 

Laboratory _ 

Plan. & Eval. 
Spec. Inv. _ 
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In this civil action certain of the plaintiffs were incidentally 
overheard as the result of national security electronic surveiUances 
and they seek money damages. The Department has provided plaintiffs 
with copies of authorizations and reauthorizations signed by the 
Attorney General, certain Departmental policy memoranda relating 
to national security electronic surveillances, jand certain internal 
Bureau memoranda relating to electronic surveillances of the' 

W.E. B. DuBors Clubs of AmericaTU:he Black Panther P arty, the 
White Panther Party. Students fora Dem ocratic Society, ! 

I Bavard Rustin.l __ 

| and 

Nathan Schwerner. * 


b6 J 
b7C 


45. ?»J? 


• 2S ^ 

In 


Gn 4-15-75 a subpoena in this action, directed to 
Assistant Director John A. Mintz, was delivered to the Washington 
Field Office. It commanded Mr. Mintz to appear and give t estimony >, 
concerning this action at 2:00 p. m., 5-8-75, in the office of | 

[ National Press Building, Washington, D. C. The subpoena, 
however, failed to reflect the scope or subject matter of the testimony' 
desired. \ 

On 4-24-75, Edward S. Christenbury, Criminal Division, 
advised that in addition to Mr. M intz, counsel for plaintiffs during 
April and May, 1975, will depose | ~| a retired Special 

Agent of the Bureau; Robert C. Mardian and Daniel J. McAuliffe, 
former Departmental officials; and Kevin J. Maroney and John L. 
Martin, present officials of the Department. Counsel for plaintiffs 


1 - Mr. Adams 

1 - Mr. Wannall 

2 - Mr. Mintz_ 
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. *.Re: David/Dellinger, et al., , v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al. 

(D.D. C.), Civil Action No. 1768-69 


has also communicated to Mr. Christenbury concerning the scope of 
testimony desired from the above individuals. Generally, plaintiffs 
are seeking any information concerning warrantless electronic 
surveillance during the period January, 1967, through December, 

1972. The Department feels the depositions will give the Government 
an opportunity to put the national security surveillances in que stion 
in the best light. 

On 5-8-75 Mr. Christenbury furnished this Division a 
copy of a telegraphic message from John C. Keeney, Acting Assistant 
Attorney General, Criminal Division, directed to Assistant Director Mintz. 
The communication authorizes Mr. Mintz to testify, to the extent of 
his personal knowledge, to the following: 

1) Departmental and Bureau policies and practices relating 
to the initiation, continuation and termination of the above electronic 
surveillances and surveillances of the plaintiffs, including records 
kept, the receipt, evaluation and. dissemination of the contents of V 
such surveillances, and the monitoring of the use of such surveillances, 
including minimization of overhearings; 

^ 2) The evaluation of the information obtained from such 

surveillances; 

3) The development of and the basis for. the Departments 
legal position with regard to the lawfulness of such surveillances, 

as well as any ex parte communications with the court in this regard; 

4) The relationship between the Department or the Bureau 
and the telephone company with regard to such surveillances; 

5) The Departments position with regard to the indemnifica¬ 
tion of Government officials sued for conducting electronic surveillances 
and the authority of the Department to furnish legal counsel to Govern¬ 
ment officials so sued; and 








Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams ’ 

Re: David Dellinger, et al., v. ' . 

~ John N. Mitchell, et al. ' 

(D. D. C,), Civil Action No. 1768-69 


6) The Intelligence Evaluation Committee to the extent 
such information relates to the plaintiffs herein or the above 
surveillances. 

RECOMMENDATION: 


For information. 
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TUnxtth BUUb ifetrirt tlxmrt 

/or /Ac , 

liatrirt nf (Mmttlita 


_DELLINGER^etal._ 

Plaintiff. 

vs. Civil Action No. 

___JMITCHELL jr __et__al_.__l__ 

Defendant. 

>P 0: _Mr._John__A.__Mintz;,__Asstj__Legal_ Counsel__ 

Federal Bureau oF" Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 


1768-69 


J 



You Are Hereby Commanded to appear in (ihdxxBut±) (the office of _David _Rei..E_s_q. 

_S ui te^_4 3 0, __Na tional _ P_r e s_s _Bui Id i_ng _1 4th __F_ _S t ree t s_ _ Nji 4 __) 

Washington, D. C. 

to give testimony in the above-entitled cause on the_8th _ (j a y 0 f_May__, 19 75__, 


at_2_o’clock Pj m. (and bring with you) 

i 
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'Memorandum 


Mr. J. B. Adams 
Legal Counsel 

DAVID DELLINGER, et al. v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(D. D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 


DATE: 5/9/75 


if'Acroc. Di;. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 
Admin. . 




/ In this civil action certain of the plaintiffs were incidentally 
overheard as the result of national security electronic surveillances, 
and they seek money damages. By memorandum dated 5/8/75, 

I advised that on 4/15/75, a subpoena was received which 
commanded me to give testimony concerning this action and that 
on 5/8/75, I received authority from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Criminal Division, to be deposed. ' 


On 5/8/75, at 2:30 p.m., I, accompanied by SA.__ 

~]of this Division and Edward S. Christenbury and Jonathan B. 


b6 

b7C 


Smith of the Criminal Division, appeared at the office of |_ 

Rational Press Building, Washington, D. C. Counsel 


for plaintiffs in this action, Morton Stavis, who was assisted by 
four Rutgers University law students, generally asked questions 
pertaining to warrantless electronic surveillance. Information i 

was furnished to the extent of my personal knowledge prior to 2/71. | 

Concerning my knowledge from 2/71, to the present, that is, the period' 
of my assignment to the FBI’s Legal Counsel Division, however,’ 
no information was furnished, and the attorney—client privilege 
was invoked. 


62-112989 

1 - Mr. Adams 

1 - Mr. Wannall 

2 - Mr. Mintz 
1 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David Dellinger, et al. v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


In order to obtain testimony concerning my knowledge for 
the period 2/71, to the present, plaintiffs must obtain a court 
order compelling me to testify. The Department has indicated 
that it will stand fast and defend vigorously the assertion of 
this privilege. 

Attorneys in this Division must preserve the confidences 
and secrets of our clients, Bureau officials and FBI personnel. 

If we are compelled to testify concerning the confidences of 
these individuals, they will be unable to come to us with the 
assurance that the usual lawyer-client relationship will prevail 
and thus they will be less willing to seek our advice. Operational 
personnel might then make decisions without the advice of legal 
counsel and the public interest could be damaged in a substantial way 

RE COMME NDATION : 

None. For information. 
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Date: 


4-29-75 


Transmit the following in 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(P riority) 


DIRECTOR, FBI (6.2-112989 
£AC, CLEVELAND (66-5396) 


FROM: 


DAVID"DELLINGER, et al., v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 
BUDED: 4-30-75 


:rein IS UN 

IE dim- 



YO/tf £>fcbilCf 
3/C§Q-P) / 




Re Bureau airtel, 4-24-75* 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five (5) copies of an 
LHM as requested in re airtel. 

Cleveland notes that info in Appendix A relating 
to ABBOTT HOFFMAN indicates HOFFMAN was overheard on 
4-13-70 at 718 Stow Street, Kent, Ohio. The date of the 
overhearing shouldbe lAyl 3^71* J&.l 


Bureau (Ertc. 5^ 
Cleveland / 
( 1- 100-311'®) 


RGS:nrb 


A u 


MAY l 1975 



Approved: __J± 



Special Agent in Charge 


U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

In Reply , Please Refer to 

File No. Cleveland, Ohio 

April 29, 1975 


DAVID DELLINGER, et al., v. 
JOHN N 0 MITCHELL, et al. 
(UoSoDoCo s DoC 0 ) 

CIVIL ACTION NOo 1768-69 


The following information is set forth in response 
to interrogatories 1 and 2 of plaintiffs' second set of 
interrogatorieso 

. b6 

RE INTERROGATORY 1 b7C 



Former Special Agent in Charge L SAC) CHARLES Gn_ 

CUSICK„ currentl y employed by | 

I 1 was assigned to the Cleveland Division at the 

time of the installation of the below-listed surveillances 
and during the entire time that they were in operation: 



A) 




Telephone surveillance 
on telephone numbers 




B) 


xeiepnone surveillance 
ora telephone number 
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b6 

b7C 


C) 


Telephone surveillance 
on telephone numbers _ 
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RE; DAVID DELLINGER, et al., v« 
JOHN No MITCHELL, et al. 
(UoS 0 D 0 C 0 ,DoCo) 

CIVIL ACTION NOo 1768-69 


Mr e CUSICK was assigned to the Cleveland Division 
when all individua l overhearings of| 

_joccurredo 


RE INTERROGATORY 2 


On 


installation of the telephone 


and on 
The Di rector. FB 


communication dated 
had been installed. 


Mr. CUSICK le arned of the 

surveillance onl ~ 


] 


was in formed by Cleveland 

that these surveillances 


Orf 


__ Mr. CUSICK le arned of the 

installation of the telephone surveillance on [ 


communication dated 

had been installed. 


The M rector. FBI, was in formed by Cleveland 


jthat this surveillance 
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Transmit the following in 

AIRTEL 


Date: 5/6/75 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


S' TO; 


PROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 
SAC, BOSTON (62-5411) 


SUBJECT: DAVID T>”DELLINGER, ET AL. VS. 

ATTORNEY GENERAL JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL. 

ALLEGED VIOLATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
(ATTENTION INTELLIGENCE DIVISION, SECTION CI-3) 

^ Re Bureau air tel, 4/24/75.^#^ 

"CJ Enclosed for the Bureau are (4) copies of an > 

?gHM, dated and captioned as above. f 

i —> 

r (1) copy of this LHM was furnished to the Bureau 

bv Facsimile Machine on 5/6/75 » Attn: Bureau Supervisor, 

| Legal Counsel Division. 




©ICIjOi 






\/tj- Bureau (62-112989) (Ends. 4) 


3J- Bureau (62-11298; 
-2 - Boston (62-5411) 
RWK/ck . . 

( 5 ) cc^ijd 


MAY 9 *975 



cial Agent in Charge 


☆ U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-090 <11) 
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/m Reply* Please Refer to 

File No. 6.2-5411 


UN^ED STATES DEPARTMENT OFf^RTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Boston, Massachusetts 


May 6, 1975 


DAVID T« DELLINGER, AND OTHERS, VERSUS ' 
ATTORNEY GENERAL JOHN N. MITCHELL, AND OTHERS 
ALLEGED VIOLATION OF.CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 


With respect to the second set of interrogatories 
filed by the plaintiffs in this matter, the following is 
set forth in reply: 


lo Former Special Agent in Charge, James L. 
Handley was the Official in Charge of the Boston Office... 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) during the 
period from October 19a 1970 to March 19, 1971 when the 
telephone installations maintained by the Boston Office 
~Vnd identified on Page 22 of the defendant's answer to the 




led 

on 

Pa nr 
X v ~ 0 

e 22 

int 

or¬ 

roga 

tory 

ntif 

is 

das 

ApP' 

umbe 

rs 

on 

whic 

the 

Bo 

3 tori 

Off. 


sets forth the following 


Telephone Number 

If I! 



>= 3^ v) Vyp _ 

cp ^ <: 

Yj O9 Mr, Handley died on February 17, 1973» 

2, The records of the Boston Office of the FBI 
^Nfail to reflect the date on which Mr„ Handley was notified 
<VjOf the above installations, 

H- 8 ^ By communication dated_the 

Director, FBI, was informed that the instal lation of t he 
telephone surveillance on telephone numbers I l and 

j I was completed on that date. 
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By communication dated the 

Director, FBI, was advised by the Boston Office that the 
instal lation of a telephone surv eillance on telephon e 
numb er | | was c omplete d on | | 

By communication dated | | the 
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DAVID 


DELLINGER, AND OTHERS , VERSUS 


ATTORNEY GENERAL JOHN N. MITCHELL, AND OTHERS 
sALLEGED VIOLATION OP CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 


b3 
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Director, FBI, was advised that as of that date the telephon e 
.surveilla nce■ _ Installat ions on telephone numbers ~ " ” 

1 """I and I I were discontinued „ 


This document contains neither recommendations 
nor conclusions of the FBI# It is the property of the FBI 
and is loaned to your agency; it and its contents arenot 
to be distributed outside your agency» 
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Assoc: Dir. _j_.. 

. Dep. AD Adm. . 

Dep v AD' lnv. _i_ 
Asst. Dir.:'’ 
dmin.. 

Comp. Syst. _ l 

xt. Affa irs _ 

ites' & Com. J 


To: SACs Baltimore (Enc. 2) (157-3241 Sub A) 

? Boston (Enc. 2) (62-5411) 

-J-VChicago (Enc* 2) (62-7126) V ;£;> r . 
Cleveland (Enc. 2) (66-5396) , 

Detroit (Enc. 2X62-5032) 

Los Angeles (Enc . 2) (94-430) 

New Haven (Eric; 2) (66-3543) 

New York (Enc. 2) (100-121672) 
Philadelj^ia (Enc. 2) (157-20 
Sacramento (Enc. 2) (66-179) t 

, San Francisco (Enc. 2) (66-672 B) 

Washington Field ( Enc. 2) (66-779 Sub G) 

From: Director, FBI (02-112989) 


April 24, 1975 
- Mr . Wannall 


Mr:. Mintz 


. b7C 


?or N D M™L£.1t a li: v - ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

nos-69 ijgP'l UNCLASSIFIED ; 

BXTDED: 4/30/75 'QAIL/ M^ m&jkm I 

■ - ‘Vo'fs^c.wv'ok 

Enclosed for each receiving office is one copy of plaintiffs’ second 
set of interrogatories and one copy of Appendix A of defendants’ response 
to interrogatories earlier propounded hy plaintiffs in this civil action. 

FEE Headquarters must furnish to the Department information .... 
responsive to plaintiffs’ second set of interrogatories. b 

Ub ■ 7 v-b v'■' - v/ffiC -9 

Disregarding surveillances in Appendix A which are the subject 
of claims of Executive privilege, please furnish to the Bureau, Attention: 
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Ai|tel?ti) Baltimore, et al. ; ../ 

Ee:',--, David'EtellihgeT, ' v /^ 

B;:: JohnN. v Mitchell, etai.©te; :C .' y'rZ- 


Degal Counsel Division, by LHM, \information responsive to ‘-"-V 
^terr^atori es. 1 and gofp laintiffs’secondset of integrogatori^ 
, ^^^ngJ^ej^^^^^I^^^ifi!h''the : ideiitlties anapresent '-i ? 
-business addresses, if kndwh, of the jfACs .who were assigned to ' 
your Division at the. time of: '■ • ^;-.£ 


f- • The installation for each surveillance identified in 1 v v** 
Appendix A;(These include surveillances wherein individuals "^ • 
were overheard as well as surveillances of the Black Panther^ 

Party - V) - .. • ./ * " \ - v v ^.;^ 

- ..." ;2. Eachindiyidual overhearingidentified in Annendix A v 


• a ' ® 1, Ea ch surveillance of theBlackPanther Party identified - 
m Appendix'A (pages 20 through 27). (Here',; of course, more tSiaii VX 
one SAC may have been assigned to your Division during theperiod 
of a surveillance.) ' y~. -. ;. ■ , 

© k in i' I jltegQga&n^L^, identify the date thatthe appropriate 

SAC learned of the installation of the surveillances identified in ; ; 
Appendix A* Tf your records fail to reflect such a date, so stated C : 
Also, identify the date of the communication to Hie Disoctor FBI ~ r " 
wherein your Division informed him of the installation for each 


•th the above information in an LHM, So the 
it to the information set forth in Appendix A 

;ard Interrogatories 3 through S. 
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5-41 PM NlTEL 5/6/75 RRH ■ > 

TO DIRFdTOR (62-112989) ^ 

FPOM ^CRAMENTO <157-52 SUB 1) - 

ATTNi LEGAL COUNSEL SECTION ' 

DAVID T.%atINGER, ET AL, V* JlOHN ;M^I#PCHELL * ET AL, (DDC) 
CIVIC JAt^Dli^NO.. 1768-69. f 

RE||3^#l(|ELES NIT EL TO BUREAU, APR. 7, 1975. [_— 

OM MAY 6, T975, FEMALE,I |<LNU>» WHO IDENTIFIED H 


Assoc. 

Dep.-A.D.-^dl 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv_ 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. __ 

' • Comp. Syst. . 
Ext. Affairs 
Files & Com. 

Gen. Inv._ 

Ident. __ 

Ina^ec|io^^^ 

Plan. & EvaL 
Spec. Inv. _ 

Training __ 

^feA^Tteoun. Lc 
-^dlephone Kia, 
Director Sec'y 




_(LNU) , WHO IDENTIFIED HERSELF AS 

TELEPHONICALLY CO NTACTED/SA^RAMpi^ ) 


SECRETARY TO| 
OFFICE %Nd ADVISED 


OFFICE"'AND AD VISED |_|DESI RED TO MAKE ARRA NG EM ENTS ~TO~ R E^|Ew 0 

FILES AT SACRAMENTO OFFICE AT APPROXIMATELY 10130 AM, THURSDAY, MAY 8, 
1975. ARRANGEMENTS WERE SO MADE, r—-_ •«?' - , 

. . • y , * ■ rV**'* 

INTERESTED OFFICES ADVISED BY AIRMAIL OF| IviSIT TO 5 v. j 


SACRAMENTO OFFICE. 


J ) o 
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OPlfoNM roytt HO, 10 
MAY' 1962 EDITION 
^GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 


*3 UNITED STATES Gi 


iRNMENT 


Assoc. Dir. _ 

Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv. _ 


Adams 


4/23/75 


Legal Couns 



SUBJECT: 


DAVID DELLINGER, et al. v. 
JOHN N . MITCHELL, 4t al. 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

QVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 



InspectiorAJ^ 

Intel!. 

Laboratory __ 

Plan. & Eval. . 

Spec. Inv. _ 

Training _ 



rector Sec’y . 


b6 

b7C 


I" 

ft"! 


In captioned civil action plaintiffs seek damages for allegedly 
illegal electronic surveillance. Pursuant to court order plaintiffs 
are being given access in our field offices to the tapes, logs, ,and 
transcripts concerning this coverage. 


{Z By memorandum dated 4/16/75, the Department enclosed 

copy of plaintiffs' second set of interrogatories and requested that 
v information responsive to these interrogatories be made available 
^Ifdjo them. 


► 5*^ Interrogatories 1 and 2 ask for the names and current addresses 

' C/5 Ji*of the officials to whom FBI Agents installing and monitoring the 
^2 ^^electronic surveillance reported as well as the dates that such 

officials received information from the installers of the electronic 
surveillances. By attached airtel pertinent FBI field offices are being 
x requested to furnish information responsive to these interrogatories. 

^ Interrogatory 3 asks for the names and current addresses 

of officials having had supervisory authority over the electronic 7 

m „ t , ’ surveillances referred to in Interrogatory 1. The names of pertinent 
QC SAGs as well as the late Director J. Edgar Hoover's name will be 
*2 fimrtshed as response to this Iirterro^g^.^^ fjyf 


Enc. 


62-112989 


h'.u r,i 


REt 56 * • B 


a' 4 tmy 2 ’ 1975 


1 - Mr. Wann; 

1 -I 

2 - Mr. Mintz 

1 -I -- 


GML:lsh( 


& 

. r* j , ,v 


f CONTINUED - OVER 


b6 

b7C 


7 « - itti 

*! o., 













Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: Dawd Dellinger, et al. v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


Interrogatories 4 and 5 ask for the hierarchial position 
held by FBI officials named in response to Interrogatories 1 and 3 
and the scope of their supervisory authority. An explanation of 
the hierarchial position of SACs and the Director and a statement ' 
concerning the scope of their supervisory authority will be furnished 
as responsive to these interrogatories. 

Interrogatory 6 asks for the names, addresses and positions 
of all persons to whom the contents of the electronic surveillances 
in question were revealed. This interrogatory will be objected 
to on the ground of burdensomeness. Involved here are a substantial 
number of tapes, logs and transcripts located in 12 FBI field offices. 

An impossible and unreasonable burden would be placed on this Bureau 
if we were required to furnish information responsive to this 
interrogatory . We will also submit that plaintiffs have shown no 
good cause for the production of this information. 

Interrogatory 7 asks for the current addresses of certain 
former or present officials of the FBI, including ’’Mark Felt," 

’’William Sullivan" and "William Brennan.” The last known addresses 
for Felt and Sullivan will be furnished. As to William Brennan, 
plaintiffs are probably referring to Charles D. Brennan. We, however, 
will answer by stating we have no present or former official by the 
name of William Brennan. 

Interrogatory 8 asks for the identity of persons who attended 
meetings of the Intelligence Evaluation Committee (IEC). Inasmuch 
as the IEC was directed by the Department, the Departmental attorney 
handling this matter indicated the Criminal Division would furnish 
information responsive to this question. 

RE COMME NDATION: 

That the attached airtel be approved and sent. 








OPTIONAL FORM NO. »0 
^U Vrj Q73^Eai T| ON j 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) »0 1- ? 11.6 


NMENT 


i ^ I T ED STATES 

Memorandum 




TO 


FROM 


subject: 


DIRECTOR, FBI 

,'4/^TTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 


SACRAMENTO (157-52 Sub 1)(P) 
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DAVID>DELLINGER, et al, v. 
JOHN N^MITCHELL, et al 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION #1768-69 


date: 5/9/75 




Re Sacramento nitel to Director, 5/6/75 


Enclosed for the Bureaji are five copies of an 
LHM reflecting plaintiff's inspection of -Saciramento file 
re captioned matter. 



5010-1 10 
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STATES DEPARTMENT OF jiWICE 


In Reply , Please Refer to 
File No. 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Sacramento,.California 


May 9, 1975 


DAVID DELLINGER,-et al, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al 
(U.S.D.C. , "DiC.) . 

CIVIL ACTION #1768-69 


On May- 8, 1975,| __| 

| appeared at the 

Sacramento, California, Office of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation,, at which time he was given access to. 
certain documents pursuant to court order. 

- . These documents are described as follows: 

Surveillance logs with -partial transcriptions 
of a telephone surveillance conducted by the FBI. from V 
I I on telephones at 


■_|made notes concerning, information 

contained in these logs. however, ,no copies of, the logs 
were' made. . / V~’*- •>*;/'v..b' 

His review of the logs lasted approximately , 

, 35 minutes and he advised upon leaving that he', did not • 
expect further review of these logs would be necessary. 


HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


:.; >■ date.: n- V .7.:- i,-: 

.This document -contains neither' recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI.. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to" 
your agency; s it and its contents are.not to be.distributed 
outside your^ agency. : 
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Transmit the following in 


AXRTEL 


FROM: 


FBI 


Date: ; 4/29/75 


DIRECTOR, FBI 


HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIEd 
DflJE/7#y - - y. 

: (M-l&fs? 3 TObnlijt 

o-ziTa-c) 


SAC, NEW HAVEN (66-3543) (C) 


SUBJECT: DAVID DELLINGER, et al B , v. _ I 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. f| JX 

(U.S.D.C., D . C . ) H 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 . \/ 

^l> 

ReBuairtel 4/24/75. 

Enclesed for the Bureau are 6 copies of an 'LHM 
dated and captioned as above. 

For-the information of the Bureau,former SAC 
CHARLES E. W EEKS retired in 1973„ Home address fo r former 
SAC WEEKS is I 1 which 

address not set forth in LHM. "" — 


Although electronic sur 


StsEJlfflsnra 


e transferred 


is identified as one surveillance in enclose 



2-^Bureau (Enc. 6) (RM) 
1' New Haven 


3 //a <? 


I 


Approved 













In Reply , Please Refer to 

File No. 66-3543 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

New Haven, Connecticut 
April 29,; 1975 r. 


r' 


DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL., I 
VS. ATTORNEY GENERAL JOHN b 
N. MITCHELL, ET AL. j 


IRegarding electronic surveillance of I 
on telephone numbers I 

I. .. I ~l 

CHARLES E. WEEKS (retired) was the Special Agent in Charge (SAC) 
of the New Haven Division during that period of time. 

Records of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), New 
Haven, Connecticut, do not reflect the date former SAC 
CHARLES E. WEEKS learned of the installation of th e above 
electronic surveillance. By a communication dated | | 

I I the New Haven Office of the FBI informed FBI 

Headquarters, Washington, D.C. of the installation of 
the above electronic surveillance. 



This document contains neither 
recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the nrorertv of 
the FBI and is leaned fo Four agency 

it and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency. 
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Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 


FBI 

Date: 5/6/75 

(Type in plaintext or code) 

AIRMAIL 


(P Hority) 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 
ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL SECTION 


OM: SAC, SACRAMENTO (157-52 Sub 1)(P) 



DAVID DELLINGER, et al, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION #1768-69 


ReBuairtel to Baltimore, 4/24/75. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of LHM 
reflecting Sacramento Division's response to plaintiffs' 
second set of interrogatories. 

The Bureau*should note that enclosed LHM previously 
furnished by facsimile on 5/6/75=? • \ | 

ALL ' 


) ti A •• 


HEREIN IS, UNCLAS5 


REC-7 


■nyn 


2Bureau (Enc. 6^(RM)| 
x - Sacramento 


essfes*ear* issapcs® 

/ a 0 
H4 MAY > 1975 , 

. " A 



-- r 0 

(3) 

J ■ ' /' ? , -X' 



7 

&4AUG2 21975^) 

Approved,, \) 

Sent 

_ M Per 


Special Agent in Charge 



GPO : 1970 O - 402-735 

















In Reply , Please Refer to 
File No. . : 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION . : ; 

Sacramento, California 
May 6, 1975 


*«-•. DAVID T. DELLINGER, ET AL, V. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
• (U.S.D.C.; D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION #1768-69 - • 


. In response to plaintiffs' second set of interroga¬ 

tories , the following information is set forth concerning a. 
te1ephone surveilla nce conducted bv the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI') I 


; ' % ' . y Re: . Interrogatory #1 ." • 7 .. 

.77. ^Special. Agent in Charge (SAC) John H. Williams , 

retired, e/o FBI, P.O. Box 13130, Sacramento, California 95813, 
wasj&SAC of the Sacramento Division at the time of the installa¬ 
tion of the ‘Surveillance set forth above. y 

' . Re: Interrogatory #2•’ 


SAC .'Williams was advised of th e installation o f the 
Surveillance identi fied in Appendix A on | I and by 

communication dated |__I the Director,' FBI was 

informed of the : installation of thej-surveillance set forth 
above. -- ’ r V . - •• 7-V' 





8t~q* r s 


7cf 


o 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI.; If is the property of the FBI and is loaned- to ; 
your agency; it.arid its contents are not to be distributed • -’ 
outside youf agency . /7 •. . . ... ' ‘ 
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Transmit the following in 


.AIRTEL 


Date: 5/1/75 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


TO : DIRECTOR, ®BI (62-112989) 

ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 


FROM: SAC, DETROIT (62- ^ 32 )(p)ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
DAVID DELLINGER, et al HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al DAT E dji/&L R Y <%2L . 

(USDC, D.C.) St-9x9 3 L/P' Wr L apO 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER l?68-69 <( f? /0 V* dJ/C/V /CP ( /- 

/OM ^ 3/s~ p^La 

Re Bureau airtel of 4/24/75° 


Re" Bureau airtel of 4/24 


...... Enclosed for the Bureau are the original and three j L / 

copies of an LHM regarding captioned matter. ' | '"rdf 

For former SAG 1 PAUL H. STODDARD, the only business 
address that the Detroit Division possesses is | 

A more current residence should be available in the 
files of retired personnel maintained at FBIHQ,. 

The answers to Interrogatory Number 1 a nd Interrogatory 
Number 2a through 2g for I I sub para- w . 

graph 16, 17 ? and 18 list incorrect telephone numbers for the "^/ 
technical surveillance conducted by Detroit. The corrected 
telephone numbers are listed in the enclosed LHM. Q 


2J- Bureau LI 
2 - Detroit. ( 
RWM/dmz 
(4) . ^ 


P) (RM) 


REC-7 2 . // u 

1® 


3/f 

P 



Approved: 


.M Per 


Special.Agent in Charge 


* U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1969 O - 346-090 (11) 




















In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Detroit, Michigan 
May 1, 1975 


Re: David To Dellinger 
Versus 

John No Mitchell 


•b3 
b6 • 
b7C 


_ The technical surveillance which was instituted.on 

I commenced on I I ~ 

On | _ I the Director of the Federal Bureau of 

Investigation (FBI) was advised o f the initiation of the 
surveillance and on I the Director of the FBI-, 

was advised of the termination of the surveillanceo 

_ The technical surveillance which was instituted on 

j commenced on l I and ter minated I 

I The Director of the FBI was advised on l 
of the initiati on of the surveillance and he was advised on 
1 of it's termination, 

_The tecfrrvi cal surveillance which was instituted on 


initiation c 
advised on| 
terminated. 


_| commenced oq | and terminated on 

The Director of t he FBI was adv ised of the 
le surveil lance on | ~| and he was 

[ that the surveillance had been 

This document contains neither 
recommendations nor conclusions of 
the FBI. It is the property of 
the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 

It and its contents are not to be 
distributed outside your agency. 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


o - //i 

ENCLOSURE 












David'Tb Dellinger - 

bb: : ; :?V:^b3 

Versus ' / 'b'-l 'f- 

£:4b.h.b-''b : H^.'bo 

John ll* Mitchell 

31. ■ ’b;..v' ; bb ■ -bb'-bb7 


;Xrl 


he; wan-.'advised on 
b<sen terminated.'' 


corraencg<3; on | | anc vas tarrslnated 

Thj? Directoi o£ the Far %-as adv-issd on . 
hat, tha surveilla nce had : been initiated and 

T that the surveillance had 


There' Is no record which indicates when the following 
listed"'Special Agents in Charge were advised os the technical 
surveillance® starting- and terminating. 

Paul H. Stoddard l L vag the Special 

Agent ; in Charge during the technical serve ill an c e® off 19€3 c' • 

and at the start of the surveillance Which began T I 

■ 'Itai 1 ■ J~.' 'W <&I eh J ) i became Special • 

Agent l.n.-Charga off the -Detroit Division on May 13 / 1970 ? while- 
t he survsill a nee on | 1 was • .being conduct¬ 

ed. Hr-. -Welch was the Special Agent in Charge. .Detroit D ivision 
FBI during the su rveillance or| [watch 
was terstinated on I T “ 


torn 


technical surveil lanes which was instituted on. 
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I 1 *"’-'() l % Gvn*?'*^ -V 


R*. -J^C' 
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F B I 

Date: 4/30/75 


Transmit the following in 
AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


Via 


(Priority) 







TO: 


fro: 



3 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 

(Attention: Legal Counsel Division) 

SAC, BALTIMORE (157-3241 Sub A) 

■tD 

DAVID DELLINGER, et al., V. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 

U.S.D.C., D.C. ■ 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 
BUDED: 4/30/75 



Re Bureau airtel dated 4/ 



i<> 


Enclosed for the Bureau is the original and five (5) 
copies of a LHM in response to interrogatories to defendent 
JOHN N. MITCHELL'as ordered by the court. 

ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

c$^C|-q3 \Ov^a$fcml^CL> 

hk-Va-7/5 9 nr 33 ^ 

m MAY A 1975 



3) - Bureau (Enc* 6T 
- Baltimore 

MMW:vlh 
(4) 




Approved: __ 


J925- 


Special Agent in Charge 


Sent 




Per 


U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574 

















Jn Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


; . V. j; ; v r-. ;", r -v. ■ /** ■ J •• ■ ^ ' • .'^=5". : • 

• '• ‘ - 't ../•* • . •• PCi 9 *-* •:<*'/. "*v* - -7“ ; ; •■' ••* * ,; - 

V rs ITED S TATI?S DEPA RTM K NT OF JUSTICE 

" F EDEHAL BUREAU OF INVEST IG AT I O N - . 

Baltimore, Maryland 

:■ : ; .• April -30, 1975 ,v/ ; ■ ' /■'’ 


DAVID T. DELLINGER; et al. , V. -■ 7 ' 

JOHN N . MITCHELL; et ai . ' be : V' 

ALLEGED VIOLATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL 
RIGHTS J ' ’ . : ' - v : - . ? . : b’. 

The Baltimore Office of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) operated I _ 

■- 1 I f rom [ 

un till _ I The surveillance was r esumed. ;; 

at I I This was f: 

located at |_ ___| The 5 

surveillance was discontinued on >- - : 

•7 ' ;' ;. Mr. Victor Turyn was the Special Agent in Charge' 

(SAC) of the Baltimore Office of the FBI. during the entire 
period mentioned a bove, Mr. Turyn has since retired. H e ,J$. 
is now employed bvl I 

I This institution is located at 


There is. no indication at Baltimore when SAC Tu ryn 
first learned of I ~~l " 

~~ ~ | FBI headquarters was notified 


le installation oj 


ry letters oJ 


jm-M, 



" ,b6 
:: b7C 


document contains, neither recommendations :rior .conclusions 
% of the FBI .-bl't 'is" the';property of 'the FBI and is loaned to- f 
^ your agency;-Jit and its. contents are not to be distributed^ b-^-' 
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Transmit the following in_ 


Date: 5/5/75 


v'- • -' ' ■ " " 

r~- ' AIRTEL 


(Type in.plaintext or code) 


(P riority) 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 
ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 


FROM: SAC, WFO (66-779 SUB G)(P) 

o 

DAVID DELLINGER, et al, v, 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 

(USDC, D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 


Reuralrtel, A/24/7 5. 

Enclosed are original and three copies of a 
self-explanatory letterhead memorandum. 


£ 


'3 


Bureau ( 
1 - WFO 

CWC:mml / 





MAY 201975 



Approved 



ent in. Charge 


U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972-455-574 



















'' ■' UNIT ED states departme nt of j.ustice■- -/. • 

: i"?- -:-r .FEDERAL R TIREAUPFINVESTIG ATI ON i,.. - 1 / v? 

' >,■:■ ' Washington j, D .J3&' 20535;;.... ';? T-?;•, ; 1? _-4' 

Iii Reply,'Please Refer to. -&• ■..-; Maj^ 7 , 1975 . : ' ;• • '•• }?■<$* vv? 

' File'No. ■ f' .*J /-' ;tV j? ’ . ■ ?-/•3/ 

vt/l-V..- "DAVID. DELLINGER,^T^ALy^V;- v ; ..- ..•• >'-;y ••'••; 
vV -W? ^ : JOHN- N.' MITCHELL^iETBAE r 

•; • v/t ? V/v. - • fV- ; (UNITED STATES DiSTRICT.lCO.URT ,•;'?,... i*. ?-.• -"/t 

-•>■■'■3: i ..*> ■-.■:;>/..;l^4DISTRICT OPJ^OLUMBIA • •;:7*?" •&... -rf* f / 

">•: -y'WTt- a'- 'v - -CryTL ACTION NUMBER 1768^69- S' ? \-r# ,"• . 


v £?;£y 1 ,> V . s: ^ 1 . 


■Jyrn 


rm 


O' u- 
O So: v 


. j: ' • Referehce is made to Answers ; v t.o ; Interrogatory Number. 1 ' 

1 and. interrogatory -Number 2a through .^g^ for theJBldck Panther 
Party,' iteni ? ’numbers 3,4 and 35 , and following Answers "to- Plain- ; ■ 
tiff’s Second-. Set of Interrogatories to Defendant John.N; ' - .r ; 

Mitchell.- ' -v ?' .?•?--77 .'• • jv* cy'.Q;. , •' - V-r* ./> ; r v 

/•v?7'V7't ■ ; 3A-l.??7;Edwin Tully Was Special Agent in Gharge V( SAC) . , 
of the Washington .. Field 'Office (WFO) du ring surveillanc e period" 
of [ L through and- iriciudihg i I when he : : . 

retiredifrpm? the? Federal; Bureau ;Of Investigation . (FBI )h ’ ~ His /. 
current business addre.ss-.-is. unknown: ’Robert Kunke.i “was SAC of •. .; 
the WFO during the:, sutyeillance..'period of August 1 i9.7 0, to J 
February;- l'V'1971-, and from;A^rii .19 ,;’,1971>. to. - June':,2 ; 51971 i ; 

Kunkel is • currently .'SAC,. FBI jivBOO Norths tee 'Street j Alexandria, 
•Virginia,:'223It; :, •.-• '; 1 T-. tr '■ • - .1 ■ ! - 


■.C> ; CQ. : ' identify'•ihe’vdatd'a^SAC ’ s .Tuliy' 

, ; and/or . Kunkel learned of? the instaliatiOhs of the above , sur-\ 
veiriance sV v- However,.; headquarte rs Of the FBI wer e .se nt -■ communl - 
OO ^ catloj is from ihejJSAC , WFOdated r I and. | | 

tXt 1 : 1' 1 : i;'34-3;V SAC;^^ Huhkel . whs ihshigned to the WFO during 
^ pturve i 11 ancesdescribed except for.Vperiod of June 10 , 197P 
I i i i „^through and including July. 3 0, 19-7.0i- when Tully» was SAC.• V ’J 

35-l . Edwln ,T-uliy was- SAC; of the WFO .during sur- . .. • \ 
v veil lance, period ' of J uiy? 30,;. i970 ; , onlyRobert Kunkel was - SAC . 
•?• ; of ..the WFO during the’ surveillance period'August;!?, 1.970', to 

:i V.?• June .25, 197:1 • He . is currently SAC » ’PBI, 300 North Lee-Street.;i? : 
v 1. Alexandria,, yirgihict.,: P2314J? . • ? : '/a;-. 








/ This' docunieht..contains neither recommendations 
Chdr^ conclusionsJpi/?the FBI. It i-s: the property 
of the? FBI and :la?.loaned;/;td/.ypur; agency ; • It and 
ii.itb.- contents are not? to?;i)€^ distributed- outside; 

• • ,your ?agency?.?•. ; .??•..; ? ?^?1-?J' 1? .. ';•???! 









DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, V. 
JOHN MITCHELL, ET AL 


35-2. Records fail to identify tl*£ SAC fully 

or Kuripl^ learned of the installation of the ; '|^|ve surveill^des, 
However, -ifofifflqiiart. ftrs of the! FBI were sent coiiSauni catLfflpg-yfrom 

the SAC, WFO dated I \ and |__| ad^plng 

of the installations"! [ 

35-3. SAC Kunkel jwas assigned to the WFC^jiSring all 
%J£urveillances described abovje except for July only. 


2* 











: 'MdW\r^v. 
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Date: 4/29/75 


Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext ot code) 


(Priority) 




FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 

SAC, LOS ANGELES (176-79B)(P) 
DAVID^LLINGER, ET AL, v. 


ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL 
DIVISION 


SUBJECT: DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, v. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 1763-69 
BUDED 4/30/75 


Re Bureau airtel dated 4/24/75• V 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a 
letterhead memorandum setting forth responses to plaintiffs 1 
second set of interrogatories as they pertain to the 
Los Angeles Division. 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No, 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Los Angeles, California . 

April 29, 1975 


DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 1763-69 


The following is in response to interrogatories 
propounded by the plaintiffs in the above-captioned civil 
matter as set out in the plaintiffs' second set of 
Interrogatories to the defendants in this matter: (See 
items 21 through 28 of Appendix.) 

INTERROGATORY #1 



Former Special Agent in Charge (SAC) •- - b3 

Wesley G. Grapp 

Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 



Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp ' 

Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World Way West 
Los Angeles, California 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 













DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 1763-69 



Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World Way West 
Los Angeles, California 



Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World Way West 
Los Angeles, California 



Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World Way West 
Los Angeles, California 


Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World VIay West 
Los Angeles, California 



Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7401 World Way West 
Los Angeles., California 







DAVID DELLINGER , ET AL, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 176.3 “69 


Former SAC Wesley G. Grapp 
Flying Tigar Airfreight Worldwide 
7^01 World Way West 
Los Angeles, California 

INTERROGATORY #2 


Period SAC Wesl ev G. Gr aop received report s: 

through 


Anp-e.l ss airte.l 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Los 
Headquarters dated 
"Black Panther Party, Los 
Racial Matters." 


Angela: 


to FBI 
captioned 
Division, 


Period SAC Wesley G. Grap p received reports 

through] 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Los Angeles airtel to 'FBI 


Headquarters dated 
BPP caption. 


under 








DAVID DELLINGER, ETAL, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER I763-69 


Period SAC Wesley 


G. Grap£ 
Ithrough 


received rfinorts: 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation; Los Angeles teletype dated 

| under BPP caption. 


Period SAC Wesl ev G. Gr ann received renort s; 

through 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Previous authority utilized to 
continue former installation at this address. 
Authority to continue contained in Los Angeles 
airtel to FBI Headquarters dated| 
under BPP caption. 



Period SAC Weslev q . Grapp received reports: 

through 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation; Los Angeles airtel to F BI 
Headquarters dated 


BPP caption. 


under 


Period SAC Weslev G. Grapp received reno^tp 

through 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Lo s Angeles teletype dated 

| under BPP caption. 






DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., DC) 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 1763-69 


Period SAC Wesley G. Grap p received reports: 

~1 through f | 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Los Angeles teletype to FBI 
Headquarters dated| | under 
BPP caption. 


Period SAC Weslev 


G. Grapp 
through 


received reports: 


Communication advising FBI Headquarters of 
installation: Los Angeles airtel to FBI 

Headquarters dated]_ under 

BPP caption. 1 .. 
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F B I 


4/30/75 


s' .^vF.D^3%P,ev„ 5-2 2-64) 


Transmit the following in 

AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


- 5 'I 
O! J 
\ 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 
ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 


FROMr^JSAC, CHICAGO (62-7126) 

DAVID DELLINGER, ETAL V. 

JOHN N. MITCHELE, ETAL 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION #1768-69 
BUDED 4/30/75 


ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 




AM 

SrMA 1 _ ^ •_ A /Oil i nr 


ReBuairtel to Baltimore, etal, this caption 4/24/75. 

Enclosed for the Bureau are five copies of a LHM 
responsive to instructions in reairtel. 

Attached to reBuairtel was a'copy of plaintiff’s 
second sst of interrogatories dated 4/9/75 and an appendix 
containing specific overhearings of record regarding each 
plaintiff, the appendix earlier propounded by plaintiffs in 
connection with a prior brief. 

Since this appendix contained overhearing dates 
set out individually by respective plaintiff, and as Bureau 
instructed only that the LHM be readily applicable to the 
appendix, Chicago has likewise set forth the requested 
information, that is under plaintiff caption in the same order. 

It was not deemed necessary to specifically identify 
each overhearing date listed in this appendix in terms of the 
particular SAC who was then serving at Chicago. The effective 
dates of each SAC’s assignment here is set forth in specifics 
in the enclosed and consequently it appears that such^ informa¬ 
tion is immediately A apparent, to any reader. / q —UJf Jo'j 

. ccA HHj-37” 
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CG 62-7126 




t 


In that connection Chicago is cognizant that former 
SAC JOHNSON'S effective retirement date was 6/15/70 rather 
than y3/70 as shown in enclosed. However, inasmuch as SAC 
BATES formally assumed official responsibility for the 
Chicago Office on the latter date, it was felt more practical 
to remove from the LHM any indication of a question of dual 
or overlapping authority. 

Above for information of the Bureau. 
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In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


UNITED STATES -DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE 
; - FEDERAL BUREAU OK INVESTIGATION 

Chicago, Illinois 
April 30, 1973 


DAVID DELLINGER, E T AL, 

PLAINTIFFS 
VS. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, 

DEFENDANTS 

CIVIL ACTION NUMBER 1768-69 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 

WASHINGTON, DC. 

Reference is made to document dated April 9, 
1975, entitled Plaintiffs Second Set of Interrogatories 
to Defendant John N. Mitchell. 

Set forth hereinafter is information as 
available from records, Chicago Office, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, responsive to Interrogatories numbered 
1 and 2, in referenced document. Responses are set forth 
tinder the name of the individual plaintiff, where 
applicable to Chicago: 


DAVID DELLINGER 



This document contains neither recommendations 
nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property 
of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; it and 



b3 

b6 

b7C 







DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, PLAINTIFFS 

VS. • 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, DEFENDANTS, 


Marlin W. Johnson was Special Agent in Charge 
(SAC) of the Chicago FBI iOffice at the time of the installa¬ 
tion of telephone surveillances on above listed numbers, as 
well as the dates of overhearings indicated after the 
telephone number in question. 

His effective dates of assignment to Chicago 
were October 16, 1962, to May 3, 1970. 

Johnson's current business address is as follows: 



B. Interrogatory Number 2 


Records of the Chicago Office ref lect that for mer 
SAC JOHNSON was aware of the ins talla tion of I ~ 

surveillance on | _H as of | | on 

I the Chicago Office advised the Director, FBI, 
Washington. D.C.. of the activation of this installation 


Records of the Chicago Office reflect former SAC 
JOHNSON was aware of the Installati on of telephone surveillance 

on | _ | on I l On that 

date the Chicago Office informed the Director, FBI, of this 
installation, to be activated A.M. the following day. 


A. and B. Interrogatories Number 1 and Number 2 


b3 

b6 

b7C 



Information which is responsive to both Tnter rogat-nri es 
1 and 2 will be found in the response under| caption, 

that is as to identity of SAC, Chicago, at time ot overhearing and 
as to installation of the telephone surveillance on I 










DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, PLAINTIFFS 

. . vs. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, DEFENDANTS 


A. and B. Interrogatories Number I and Number 2 


Information responsiv e to thesy two Interrogatories 
will be found. as in the case of I 


responses under 


]capt 


e to 
ion. 


in the above 


A. and B. Interrogatories Number 1 and Number 2 


Of I 


Note that regarding the dates of the Installation 

and 


] as wen as regarding tne dates or eacn or tne 


above specified overhearings, information has been set forth 
previously reflecting Marlin W. Johnson to have been then 
assigned the Chicago FBI Office as SAC. 



Records of the Chicago Office reflect that former 


SAC Johnson was aware of the inst allation of te lephone 
surveillance on this number as of f~ | the same 

date the Director, FBI, was advised ot the activation of 
this installation. 











DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, PLAINTIFFS 

: VS. '• • • 1 ■ 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, DEFENDANTS 


Records of the Chicago Office reflect th at 
former SAC Johnson was aware o f the instaTlation ofl 
j — ~ | as of On 

tnat date tne Director, fbi, was advised of the activation, 
same date, of this installation 


b3 

b6 

■ b7C 


Records of the Chicago Office, FBI, reflect 


stallatior 

> 


J on 



on 

_i 




Attention is directed to previous information 
reflecting former SAC Johnson terminated his tour of duty 
as SAC, Chicago, effective May 3, 1970, 

On May 3, 1970, Charles W, Bates assumed the 
post of SAC, Chicago FBI Office, where he so served until 
October 3, 1971.. X . , 

Hr. Bates is currently assigned as SAC, San 
Francisco Office, FBI, address 450 Golden Gate Avenue, 

San Francisco, California 94102. 

A review of the appropriate records of the Chicago 
Office fai ls to reflect SAC Bates was awa re of the in stal¬ 
lations on | | and | I which 

occurred during his tenure ot duty at Chicago. 

BOBBY G. SEA LE 

A. and B. Interrogatories Number 1 and Number 2 











DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, PLAINTIFFS 

vs. ‘ ■■ ■■ ■ 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, DEFENDANTS 

Under I caption, above, information was 

set forth reflecting Char les W. Bates s er ved as SAC. Chicag o 
FBI Office, in the period_ to | 

On October 18, 1971, Mr. Roy K. Moore assumed 
the position of SAC, Chicago FBI Office, serving in this 
capacity until January 15, 1973. 

__Mr. Moore's current business address isT 


b3 

b6 

b7C 


b6 J 
b7C 


During the period October 3, 1971, to October 18, 
1971, prior to Mr. Moore's assumption of the post of SAC, 
the Acting SAC of the Chicago Office was Mr. Bernard 
Huelskamp, who was serving in the Chicago Office in this 
period as Assistant Agent in Charge. 

The current business address of Mr. Huelskamp 
is not known. 

In connection with the overhearings set forth 
above from I | 

_ |at-t-pnHnn ii"'inxected T to "information , 

set forth above under|_caption, as well as immediately 

above, which collectively contains data responsive to these 
two Interrogatories. 


b3 

b6 

, b7C 


information under I I caption. above, is responsive 

thereto relative to Interrogatories.Is. and 2. 


A. and B. In terrogatories Number 1 and Number 2 







* * 



DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, PLAINTIFFS 

vs. • 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL, DEFFENDANTS 

Information responsive to these two Interrogatories 
will be found in the material set forth above, under the 
Davis and/or Seale captions. 
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Date: 4/29/75 


Transmit the following in 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


Via 


AIRTEL 


(Priority) 


TO: , 



DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 

(ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION) 

SAC, NEW YORK (100-121672^ (P) 

Cj 

DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL, V. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL 
(USDC, DC) 

CIVIL ACTION N). 1768-69 
BUDED: 4/30/75 


ReBuairtel to Baltimore, 


'aated 


4/24/75. 


L 


Enclosed for the Bureau are six copies of an 
LHM, captioned and dated as above. 
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Special Agent in Charge 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


« 


In Reply , Please Refer to 
File No. 


New York, New York 
April 29, 1975 


David Dellinger, ET AL, v. 
John N. Mitchell, ET AL 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

Civil Action Number 1768-69 


In response to Interrogatory one of plaintiff's 
second set of interrogatories. Assistant Director John F. 
Malone, retired, was assigned to the New York Office of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) during the time of 
all of the surveillances in question. 

In response to Interrogatory two of plaintiff's 
second set of interrogatories, no information is available 
to indicate the date that Assistant Director Malone was 
advised of the installation of the surveillances in question. 
With regard to the date, a communication was sent to the 
Director, FBI informing him of the installation, the following 
is set forth, broken down by individual plaintiff: 


i _ v?3 

o 2 >- v 
pro cq 

SSSS 

fT y I_ 

LU i , J i 
mmm J OS» fata* 


I David Dellinger 

jb ;- 
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This document contains neither lecommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed 
outside your agency. 

6X 7/7 777 / 5 ". 











MAILED® ^ 2 ^ I 
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As sistant Attorney General 
Criminal. Division v* %. 

REC-2Q . 

Director, FBI ; / /J.- , / 


- 55-5 


DAVID DELLIEFGER, et al. 
v. JOHH U. MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., 0.C.) - 

CIVIL ACT101 10.,1768-69 


igpprm? 

* - Mr .■ Wannall 

>1— 1 " ~l 

2 - Mr . /Mint z ■’ 

.1 ■ -I-- 


DATI 




.01V 7 
oj Hi 
>*. 1 


: . v By; memorandum dated April *fofi975?you enclosed a copy 

.. of Plaintiffs* Second Set of Interrogatories iii this civil action 
and requested that information in Bureau files responsive to these, 
interrogatories be made availableto you. On May 5? 7? and 9 j 1975 
information in Bureau files responsive to these interrogatories ; 
was furnished to Mr„ Jonathan B . Smith of your office by 
. ; Special Agent pf our headquarters staff., This 

memorandum will confirm these conversations. 

; Mr. .Smith was furnished one copy each of twelve letter- 
ead memoranda prepared by twelve of our field offices, copies of 
hich are enclosed. Information responsive to Interrogatories 


*b6 j 

,b7C 


and 2 is contained iii these memoranda. 


I S ;bi- Interrogatory 3 asks for the names and current addresses 

L^ ; t : .pf officials -who -had. supervisory authority over the - electronic 
• lotiwci-in 1 antes 'to in Interrogatory 1. The names of the 

Special Agents in Charge who had supervisory authority over the 
V surveillances in our field officesj as well as their current 
J business addresses if known, are contained in the enclosed material. 

’ J- The late J. Edgar Hoover, as Director of the FBI, also had , 

P : supervisory authority over the surveillances until his death on 'b 

I May 2, 1972. The late Clyde A. Tolson served as Acting Director 

■■ on May 2, 1972, and L. Patrick Gray, III, served as Acting 

Director from May 3, 1972? through April 27? 1973» Messrs; Tolson 
and Gray had supervisory authority oyer the surveillances when 

>”“■ Di r . they served as Acting Director. > . . ... V'&r-jo&iv t r"r>:iy >•«■»*« 

v Dep. AD Adm.-j_ ... •. /■ ■ , * - " *7 ’ . .v ' 

' ■ Dep. AD inv. • ‘ ' . ■* ‘ v* /( .. . * “ ‘ ' .* ' V, - • .-* V . ,* 

-Ass*, dir.: Interrogatories 4 and 5 ask for the hierarchicalipositi-on ■ 

. * d!n ' in s —p-dield by FBI officials/ named in response to Interrogatories *J. s and 3 - *: 

e^^^zand the scope of their supervisory authority. •:7^.out; 

Files & Com. • , ' W 4 *** * * * iftjtyt *' fji ' ,i. . »"» ’ V- . ^ 

fr„.-HOTE:. .-. ..Based •n .Legal. C*unS'«l Division. memorandum, to Mr; 4 if/ B. Adams, 

■ iniDeet/on'***"■**' ■&' /dated April. 23, 1 975, captiened as abeve - ;• 


‘ Inspection 
Intell. _1_ 


Laboratory fiuf IIS ',' 62-1 I 2989 ) ' 

Spec. Inv. ■ ‘ *, . J. ' sfitflJL. 

, Training riTiejp^i^'' IN 

Legal Coun.'_Y a frWr" •/' f •» 

Tele phone Rnr. A 


dated April. 23 , ' 1975 ? captiened' as abeve 

i'ooPo'ii A ■ 


4t49^5pi 



■ 


v OPO 95 - 5*546 5 


















V■•/'%,:; - :■ ; i 

* .'; -^*"1 .- •••; ' ' ’ •-.© •*; . > • • •.' ’,\« ^ 

/ :-j '..v* 1 '^^ i .: • " ... . ' 


-■ 1 ^ 






. > •*.' .;£ST*r.y 

■;I V^- 


^ W v^v.t,"A ssistant Attorney General: 

Criminal Division ; }#p 


\. r :■■■'/:■■ „f he Special Agents in Charge identified in the enclosed 
^ , : .•' .:-' :letterhead.;ffienLoranda functioned as Me heads of ^thei-field-V-.C' : . '•■ £• 
'■;. t .;',-‘- :.offlees to* which they -were assigned, and as such were directly ••• 

-to. the Director or the respective AotMf Directors - v 
'. Mo,.of course, served as heads of Mis Bureau.: •'' V v ' 

,.■•■■•■'■ ' : €: ashs jfpr-the namesy Qddreb&ha^^ • 

positions of all persons to thoia Me contents of the electronic ^ 
surveillances in question were revealed, for, 1 your information,/' 
involved here are a substantial - ' number of tapes, logs, and : 

-■ ^transcripts located in twelve v FBI field offices* In’ impossible 
: - and unreasonable burden, would be placed on this Bureau if we 

Mere required to furnish information responsive to this 
.*. interrogatory. Thus, we recosuaend that your office object, to 
,: V":'- ah swer ing thi s int errogatory on the ground of ;buriensoaene:ss, 
vv In addition, it ^>eg not appear to us that plaint if fshave 
' shownany good cause for the production;of this information * - 

'-.interrogatory',? a§&s : for the current addresses' of 
* . certain present or former-officials of the FBI. lie. have no 

. present or former official by the name 'William Brennan” (7a). \ 
W* ’m$k. Felt (?b)f retired from this Bureau on June 22, 1973* 

His address as ofFebruapy, 1975? Mas 3216 Wynford Drive, r ' 1 ; 

. </: Fairfax, ¥lrginia 22O30. ,¥illiam 0. Sullivan <?£), retired 
r ; from this'Bureau on October 21» 1971 • Hispresent address is 
/ Sunset Hoad, Sugar Hill, Hew Hampshire 035^5* Individuals 

identified in Interrogatories 7d-through ?f are believed to 
be foraier Departiaental.officials*' ' - 


Interrogatory 8 asks for Me identity of persons who • 

attended meetings of the intelligence Evaluation Committee (IBC) *'/„•:, 

' Inasmuch as the IEC Mas directed by the Department , Hr*;. Smith - 

advised Me Department would furnish. information responsive to ’ 

■ > this request* ’:- r %•'. 














V ’ ^ V; V . 

lU 4^65). jfa.^, : *• ^g 

STATES GOVMfcfENT 

*! 3IefnoranMm 


‘ ■' | ® 

PARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


to : Director d^te: April. 16-f"T'9'75 
Federal Bureau of. Investigation -T? * 

Attention: Office of Legal Counsel & 

FROM J. : . John r C. Keeney 

■" \P/lt Acting Assistant Attorney General 
JKu* Criming Division 

subject: David Dellinger, et al. v. John N. Mitchell, et al. 
(D.D.C.) Civil Action No. 1768 -69 


Please find enclosed a copy of Plaintiffs' second set 
of Interrogatories to Defendant John N. Mitchell. The de¬ 
fendant's answer to the interrogatories is due on May 9> 

1975* Accordingly, it is requested that the information 
contained in Bureau files necessary for the preparation of 
t^he answer be made available to the Department in sufficient 
time to allow filing of the answer on that date. If dis¬ 
closure of that information is in your Judgment objectionable, 
please so indicate in order that consideration may be given 
to interposing an appropriate objection. 


Enclosure 

7T" . ^ 

■y 5 r 
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rec- 21 // a c i 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


! , DAVID DELLINGER, et al., 


Plaintiffs, 


JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al.. 


Defendants.■ 


Civil Action #1768-69 


PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND SET 
OF INTERROGATORIES TO 
DEFENDANT 
JOHN N. MITCHELL 


Mr. John N. Mitchell • 

c/o Edw. S. Christenbury. Esq. 
Civil Litigation Unit . 

U. S. Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 


The plaintiffs request that the defendant, John N. 
Mitchell, answer under oath, in accordance with Rule 33 of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the within Interrogatories, 
•v s in the space provided; if such space is inadequate, please 

answer the Interrogatories on additional pages. _____ 

' “ ' "' "PLEASE^TAKE^^NOTICE that a copy of such answers must 

be served upon the undersigned within the time prescribed by law. 


1. What are the names and current addresses of the 
officials to whom the FBI agents installing a nd monito ring the 
surveillances listed in Appendix A of Defendants’ Response to 
Interrogatories Propounded by the Plaintiffs reported with 
respect to such surveillances? ; 




/S'S’VtP 









2. . For each official receiving reports at.any time 


from the installers of the electronic surveillances referred to 
in Question One of these Interrogatories, what were the specific 
dates during which such official received such reports? 


' 3. What are the names and current addresses of any 
officials having had any supervisory authority over the electronic 
surveillances referred to in Question One and what are the 
specific dates during which such supervisory positions were-held 
with respect to each supervisory official? 



4. What was the official hierarchical position held 


by each official within the FBI or Justice Department named in 
response to Questions One and Three of these Interrogatories? 






5. What was the scope of the. supervisory authority 
exercised by each official within the FBI or Justice''.Department 


named in response to Questions One and Three of these Inter¬ 
rogatories? ' • 


6. What are the names, current addresses, and 


official governmental positions, if any, of any and all persons 
to whom any of the contents of the electronic surveillances re¬ 
ferred to in Question One of these Interrogatories ware revealed? 



V ' 


7. What are the current addresses of the following 
present or former employees of the FBI or the Department of 
Justice: 

a) William Brennan 

b) Mark Felt 

c) William Sullivan 






8. What are the names and current addresses of all 
persons who at any time attended meetings of the Intelligence. 
Evaluation Committee? What governmental agency did each person 
represent? What dates did each person attend such meetings? : 



WILLIAM J. BENDER. 

MORTON STAVIS 

c/o Constitutional Litigation Clinic 
175 University Avenue 
Conklin Hall 

Newark, New Jersey 07102 
201-648-5687 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS 



CERTIFICATION 


I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are 
true. I am aware that if any of the foregoing statements made 
by me are willfully■false, I am subject to punishment. 


JOHN N. MITCHELL 


Dated: 









*■' A»-S> ;t E=IS TO 'INTERROGATORY' NO y 1 . AKD; 

2 ^f OUGH 29 

. JER? V c - - RoB ~-~-—-- 





Answer to inter^ catorv_No^_j, , 
l.a. Yes 

vV:.vJ.. -''v ; ■; ;.v /W.-_/.'■ - 

l.c. ; see accompanying motion . ^ ..■ V^ 

ift- Answer^ to inter rogatory No. ■• ■,. Tr : ' : 's- 

r'x - ‘ ■< >rs -interroaatory number one above«x,.: 

>2,ai. See answer to jnteiroga'-u^ . ^ 


2 *bJ and c . 




Plaintiff Jerry -C. Rubin was .incidentally overhea.d 

. , •" . • . . • -•.>/'• • -v. -.•• . •' 

on the following "domestic!;, national' seuhrity , 

^veiliarices conducted in;the —. - f th||||on 


and on the date indicated; ; ; . . ■ 

s W.E. 3 - DuBois Clubs, of America, 5935 ^Grove 

SStreet. Oakland, California; microphone surycil- 


i§| 


.. -3^^^.^?;. j|||| 

§1 
• jfpf: 


/.*:'■ J ' 11 ip 


fet^.%^^larice 7=^i0/'2 r 5!/6'4 * 








' Acton' Road|^B^r^el^^*!;|pj^^^| . 

•California; telephone surveillance on number , 

®¥v‘ : 845-7574 j'•■■4/23/65 iv ; : :v .; '■' 1 

7 '' 3 ;:'. a >eie^e i -..suryeU^nce^ ,; »:i^’f|^?|?o;;:' ,(;^^ : ^ 

; . , organization or location,'the identity of which 
" '-i' is the subject of a claim of Executive privilege ^v\> :., 
• ' by the Attorney General; 5 / 19 / 65 ,. . ■■ ‘ ■ 

■^ 4 / Black .Panther party National Headquarters, 3106 

■ o,attiiok Avenue,-Berkeley, California; telephone 



































ptSiSfi 


,/ANSWERS‘VTO .INTERROGATOR t NO. .1 AND 

INTERROGATORY NO. 2 a THROUGH 2g 

•' 'FOR' DAVID ’DELLINGER, A _ '1 


Answer to Interrogatory No. 


' /A ■%' \ 

i i (*•** ! y v •*. , - >* 

i-- 5 ’ ’ r.v<iV# ; W- 


l.a. Yes 


l.b. No 


l.c. See accompanying motion 


Answer to Interrogatory No. 2 




2.a. See answer to interrogatory number one above. 

2„b. and c. Plaintiff David- Dellinger was incidentally over- 

on the following "domestic" ;na.feiipna!f^ecurity 
^^l^l“ : f?W? : ^'l^ surve ^^^ ances conducted in the iuajiner>Satji±]ie loca-- 
• tion-.-and’-on'- the date ; indicated'::^ol|* 

1. Students for a Democratic Society,l1103 East 
’ a//-- 63rd Street, Chicago, Illinois;, telephone : 

surveillance on number 667-6050; 10/1.5/65. 


: 2. Bayard Rust in. Apartment 9J/- 340 West 28th 

^«^^^St#ee : tp r Nev;'Y^rk7^New^York-^teiephbTre^su'ir? s ^ 
|rS- : veiliance on number YU-9-9890? • 6/23/64 : £|%/Vv 


Black Panther Party National^Headquarters;, ’/y 
3106 Shattuck Avenue, - Berkeley; California;- 
telephone, surveillance on numbers 845—0103, 


845-0104, 845-07-73, 846-6705; 4/19/69. 




• Students for a Democratic, Society,' lOOB^Wa^ft - /Vl 

Madison Street, Chicago, Illinois;- £elephon&;|3(fV.-‘ 
surveillance on numbers 666-3874 and 666-3875;. /' 

• \ V- / 


mtm 













'**i ?&& r g' : %ii-- 




'5. Black Panther Party, 2 026 Seventh Avenue, ' • 

«. ' ■ - New York, New York; telephone surveillance . . 

on numbers 666—3603, 864 —8951; 7/2/69,. 

-.j::-. v „ - ... . ■ - ■ , i 

9/16/71. ; . • ■ ."■■■/ .. . 1 ' ' ' ‘ - ' • 

6. A surveillance of an individual,, organization 
|V,or location, the identity of which is the 

subject of a claim of Executive privilege by 
the Attorney General; 4/4/71, 4/7/71* 

7. Black Panther Party, 1370 Boston Road, Bronx, 

< New York'; ' telephone surveillance bn 'nuxnliers 

328-2828, 328-9009, 328-9911; 6/25/70- 




'fi.v 

mm 


. 2 *d„ (i) Surveillance number one above was authorized ,|>y .; 

Attorney General Nicholas deB.Katzenbach;sur- 
v veillance number two above was authorized by. 

Attorney General Robert F. Kennedy; surveillances 
;. numbered three, four, five," six and seven above 
were authorized by Attorney General John N. 

.| r 

2*d.(ii) ; See accompanying motion* 

2*d. (iii) See accompanying motion*. 

2*d.(iv) No person is described in response to paragraph 

■: (c) U). ' ■ 

• / 2.e. I See : accompanying motion. V -V /V--/ 'V. :' 

1 2.f. . See accompanying motion. *' • ' • • 

., . 2 *g. No.’ \ ... .' .... • ... ' ; v - 
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: : '' i 


// \ 

■ ;'"' \ 

. • , j • 
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ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORY NO- 1 AND 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2a THROUGH 2g 
ABBOTT H. HOFFMAN 




Answer to Interrogatory No. 1 
; ,;// v: -i.a : . Yes : ; V-•v- s -3 v . 
l.b,;V No';^;aa'. :: ^-'US;S j.;;...-. 

I.c - r See accompanying motion 




Answer to Interrogatory No. 2 /•■: - ://// 

2.a^ See answer to interrogatory number one above. 

2.b. and c. Plaintiff Abbott H. Hoffman was incidentally over¬ 
heard on the following "domestic": natibna^isecurity' 




-:ir 
a V 


// ; " 




k/:/ * surveillances conducted in the manner, at th e loca- 
tion and on.; the date indicated: " . - ; . 


1. Black Panther Party National Headquarters, 

3106 Shattuck Avenue, Berkeley, California; 
telephone surveillance on numbers 845-0103, 

, 845-0104, 845-0773, 846-6705; 6/10/69,. 6/11/69, 

: Students f or a Democratic. Society,vl6_0.8„-Wes.t^ 

Madison Street, Chicago, Illinois; telephone 








surveillance on numbers 666-3874, 666-3875; / 
7/16/69. . .. . 

Howard Joel Emmer,) 2915 Ludlow^Road, Cleveland, 
Ohio; telephone surveillance on numbers 
752-1874, 752-8944? 11/20/70, 11/27/76^ V: 
Nancy Sarah Kurshan, 718 Stow Street//Kent, 
Ohio; telephone surveillance on number / 
673-3708; 4/13/ 







2.d.(i) Surveillances i.urriier one, two, three and four 

above were authorized by Attorney General John N 
Mitchell. 


2.d.(ii) See accompanying motion. 

2.d. (iii) See accompanying motion. - 

2.d.(iv) No person is described in response to paragraph 
% 2(c) (i). - . . ' ' 

r- . 2.e. See accompanying motion. : 

2.f. See accompanying motion. 
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aspiis^^ 2 ,^^^ 

; ir:.-. i^'L.-c-soc^- 0 - - •; • kt hz* party - 

•'■••-••-'■> •■'■••••■■■■ •• •-*• • ■ ron th" siACK_ 1 ^»i.-— 




.yc.'i.Jn 


1-0 interrog atory No.,._j, 

^'/£^S^y ; '.i \ l.a. no 1'■./•: 

i;b. Yes 




-yll.c. see accompanying motion 
;"l " Answer to interro gatory No. 2 


’•: /J?; 

; j. ^ %■*' * ?*!' V : **' 


2. a f See answer to interrogatory number one above. ' 

Pa.b. and if plaPtiff Black Panther Party was the subject o£ 

the following "domestic” national security-surveil- 
'• lances conducted in the manner, at the location 

and on the date indicated: 

,. Black panther Party, 3106 Shaft™* Avenue, 

Berkeley, California; telephone surveillance 

f on numbers 845-0103,.345-0104, 345-0773,.- 


^ v ._. 

V' : ’ V& -H-‘v 


f , i|| 846-6705; 2/26/69 to 6/11/70. Telephone' 

/ '' ‘numbers 845-0103 , 845-0104 , 845-0773 W.listed 







f. . -numbers 845-0103 , 845-0104 , 845-0773 were .listed 
j - n. name of■ Marilyn ;M 0 breK^d _ 

M phone number 848-67 05 was liste&rin-: the name of 


' Charles Bursey. v - ' ; ’•.i- /■••'V v,--’- ■■ .. 

2. Black panther Party, .1046 Peralta Street ,;;~-y 

on 

. ' numbers 465-5047, 465-5048, 465-5049; 6/11/70. 
to 5/23/72. The above telephones were listed 
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fixtsarts : or■ • *co»«ssw*srv .v*v^- w**» * w«V«- -. 

Slack Panther Party, 8505 Ea-sfc 14 tn Street , 

Oakland, California; telephone surveillance on 
numbers 636-1986, 636—19S7, 636—1988, 636—1989; 
6/5/72 to 6/19/72. The above telephones were 
listed in the name of Marilyn Moorehead Peace 
and Freedom Party. .; 

Black Panther Party, 1336 1/2 Fillmore Street-, 

San Francisco, California; telephone surveil- . 
lance on numbers 922-0095, 922-6322, 922-6415; 
5/27/69 to 6/3/71 and from 6/24/71 to 9/23/71. 
Telephone number 922-6322 is.listed in,the name 
of Sam Napier. The subscriber of the other 
numbers is not known. Is; - 

Black Panther Party, Apartment 25A, 1200 Lakeshore 
Drive, Oakland, California; telephone surveillance 
on numbers 465-9592, 763-0202, 763-0203, 763-1919; 
*12/18/70 to 6/19/72/c Telephone number 465-9592 
was listed to David Lubell. /Telephone numbers : 
763-1919, 763-0203, 763-0202 was listed-to. 


Stronghold consolidated Productions incorporated. 
Black Panther Party, Apartment 25A, 1200 Lakeshore 
Drive, Oakland, California; microphone surveillance 
-12 /22/7 0-t© -2-A0/7-2- and-fr-omf2-/2 6/7-2-to~6/-l9/72-^~— 
Black Panther Party, 2026 Seventh Avenue, New York, 
New York; telephone surveillance on numbers 


OCAl Qf/I_QQC1 A /n /CQ +• 1 7A /*7 H 


_ J2 _ 








■- „ vwr ' •ft.aftv # 1370 if .Bofi t»• 'Ptmxv : 

.•***<?>«£** ,V-r***^*^- ~ “ # 

'■• '■■*'■ ■•■ - ■■ ■; . •.v v.,-^.'- ...^troi.aiance ou: ivurr— — - —< , 

Vor •;;• ceAcpi*Ui,c . .. - 

328 - 28 J 8 . 328-9009. 3-8-9311; 3/21/70 to 4/12/.1. - 

The above telephones were, listed in the name of 
the Black Panther Par.tv>. 

Black Panther Party, 12 West 127th Street, New York 
New York; microphone surveillance; 4/22/70 to 


5/25/70. ? -■ ; .;" v ’':/ '. : H V < ':/ 

Black Panther Party, 402 East 10th Street, New York 
New, York/telephone surveillance on number 228- 
7209; 5/29/71 to 6/23/71. The above telephone 
was listed in the name of Marie Ann Depury. 

Black Panther Party, ■ 1248 North Gay Street, 
Baltimore, Maryland;" telephone surveillance on 
number 342-8536; 10/5/70 to 11/21/70. The above 
telephone was listed in the name of C. L. Jackson. 
Black Panther Party, 567 Mosher Street, Baltimore, 


"Maryland; telephone surveillance ,on number 523- 
9010; 12/14/70 to 12/24/70, and from 12/26/70 to 
12/31/70, and from 1/2/71 to 2/10/7 lv -The above 
tele phone was_ listed in jth e name of J Oavfd 

Lawrence ■■ t <v . ’_•/ •• 

Black Panther Party, 21-23 Winthrop Street, 

Roxbury, Massachusetts; telephone surveillance 

on numbers 442-0100, 442-0101, 442-7396; 10/19/70 
to 3/19/71: Telephone numbers 442-0100 and 442- 


0101 were listed in the name of the Black Panther 






- -... •.: ; 

•*.•:■ ..-»♦• '•>":’> • . ~ v. : /t. ;rj. 

ch. rancher; ^rty." .33X3 :E3Lfis.fix' , 'rf^"th^- 




i ;.... A> .3*& 


• Cleveland ; Ohio*; t: e i/e p.ho i.e.,,-on,. ? - v 

881-5055, 881-5056; 11/16/70 to 12/17/70. The 

above telephones were listed in the name of the 

National committee to Combat Fascism-Black Panther 


Party. 


.i 


Black Panther Party, 9049 Oakland-Street, Detroit, 


Michigan; telephone surveillance on number -S£7_r 
3$ 1.0; 5/14/69 to 6/1/69. The above telephone 
was listed in the name of the Black Arts Develop¬ 
ment Center. >4 


Black Panther Party, 8417 12th Street, Detroit, 
Michigan; telephone surveillance on number 666™ 
983 , 6T'6/16/69 to 6/16/69. The above telephone 
was listed in the name of the Black Panther.Party. 
Black Panther Party, 2219 Indiamdale Street, 
Detroit, Michigan; telephone surveillance on 
'number 868-9836; 5/7/70 to 6/2/70 and from 8/6/70 
to 10/15/70. The above telephone was listed in 
,.. s -the^nama r .o-f-^the^Bl-aek^Panfcher—Party v^Nat4;o'ffaT' 

. Committee to Combat Fascism/ 

Black Panther Party, 2350 West Madison Street, 
Chicago, Illinois; telephone, surveillance on 
numbers 243-8276, 738-0778, 738-0779; 5/14/69 
to 3/1/72. The surveillance was not conducted 
on 11/27/69, 12/25/69, 1/1/70, 12/25/70, 1/1/71, 
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(S £.«t ST/£•;.' ****** 
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7, i . ■;:: // ,.: otB ,.■ ***«*^W?^ illance ■• ^ 

OA ^75 9 24-6576; 12/21/70 to 3/1/72. 

numbers 924-657 . ,/ Q 1/1/71, 

•llance was conducted on 12/25/70, 

No surveillance 

i/n/72 The above telephon 

11/25/71. U/25/71, 1/1/72- 


J-J-/ • 

n f Alphonso Massey. 

were listed in the name of AlP. ; | / 

far tv 4115 South central Avenue, 

Black Panther Party, .... ; . , v;.. ;.7;n-.y . 

Los hngeles.'Callfornra; telepho . ; 


. / 235^12.7. 235-4128, 235-4127/ 235-5866, 

on numbers. ,-2735, v. 


22 . 


t/il AA’-txn-*-' . ‘ . 

, „ ,/,/ID The above telephones were 

4/15/&9_J^Q--2v£l/2£ • 7 : . 

•..■’/ /i-;77-• .i the Black Panther Party. 

listed in the name of the Si ■... , . . ; 

: 5 . ; y v rty / 2 728 Ellendale Piece, Apt. 3, 

Black Panther Party, • .. . 

: v' 7 % California; telephone surveillance 

LOS Angeles, cali.ro ...-r.-n ••■•. -X7.: 

vn/7l M9 to 11/12/69. The 
on number 734-0280; 10/21/69 

listed in the name of Evon 

above telephone was list 



Carter. 


• 23. 


7*i:*7-/.'7/7'..;./:7a -7/ •/; 


DO / —ww«- • » ■_*" -w ••- -y> ,,. 

i i s ted in the name of Gwen 

~ r ‘ ‘ *7 ..* • < .... - • , . j^ 






E laoh Panther Party/ 9818 Anzac. L os Angeles. 

56 7-802# 588 - 5802 ; 2/10/70 to 2/28/70. /.elephone ^ 


7 ///'. 


■ 9882 636-1763, 636-1764; 

2586,. 635-2559, 635-9882, ,b» _ . 


to 2^/28^ 


The above telephones were 


Goodloe and nunfcer 569-5902 was' listed in the . : ; 

Xame/Of Robert Steve Tommy Community center. 

7043 East stockwell, Los Angeles, 
Black Panther Party, 2043 East . 

nV- nce on numbers 635- 
.California; telephone surveillance 

■ ■; ncA* •. 






'£} yf.-JS- •**«' . , :*’-^;>«r-*«.'t >■ ■ C "^’*~ : «SV^ - ■- ■u-.' ! .)• Vi'-; 

r;/ : K; : ^ 




■&%?>&% 




25.' L^lac:< Panther Party/ 3*4««fe ¥s^^t < ’ : 'lerWe=xV~ ? ’ r : -.■•■■ V;"-// 

/ ! V Los Angeles, Calif ornia-':':: telephone surveiHancfc . • ' ;. ' 

on number 759—4518; 9/10/70 to 12/14/70. The 

■ ' ... * ■•..... . . . ' ' 

above telephone was listed in the name of Gwen 

Vi Goodloe. '."' ] 

Black Panther Party, 2136 East 113th Street, 

Los Angeles, California* telephone surveillance 

on number 564-2728; 12/4/70 to 2/6/71. The above 
? telephone was listed in the name of Dorothy Phillips. 
27 . / Black Panther Party, 731 East 78th Street, , - 

I.; : Los Angeles, California; ^telephone surveillance 

750-5509? 2/4/71 to 2/28/72. The above 
telephone was listed in the name of Paul Cross. 

Black Panther Party, 5321 Staunton, Los Angeles, 
California? telephone surveillance on number. 
f'/ ; S r 585-1448? 2/25/71 to 2/28/72. The above telephone 
0 ■ • was listed in the name of Norma Armour •' v .. 

29. Black Panther Party, 35 Sylvan Avenue, New Haven, , 
/•■/' - ^ Connecticut; telephone surveillance on numbers 

fTt/^^he^abov ^ 

O/'f telephones were listed in the'name of James E<-\ . 

:■’./ '*w-iison. :: ./•. ; //,' • ; ;/ v r//.';//■//' • ,v'■//. ; ;■ .'•••: - 

30. - Black Panther* Party, 259 .Dixwe.ll Avenue, New Haven, . 

■' Connecticut; telephone surveillance on numbers . 

- -f - ■ •, • ■//•-• ■■ . ** ^ • •"' - . ••■■■V;.. 

562-7463, 562-8557,.787-2949; 4/9/71 to 4/28/71. 

: The above telephones were listed in the name of 






' > » " T - * f r.; . « .- * T 


. • -: ' 

Philadelphia. Pennsylvania: telep^ one sucvail- 
lancn on^nbar CE. 5-7203, CE. 5-7525. 

CE. 5-7^6! 7/13/70 to 7/14/70 and from 9/28/70 
to 11/10/70. The above telephones were listed 
in the name of the Black Panther party. 

Black Panther Party, 3626 Wallace Street, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: telephone surveil- 


lance on numbers BA. 2-0855, EV * ^ 2867, 

KV. 7-2^68: 8/25/70 to 9/28/70 and from 11/23/70 
to 1/11/71 and from 1/16/71 to 2/10/71. .The 
above telephones ware listed in the name, .of the 
Black Panther Party. 

Black Panther Party, 2941 35th Street. Sacramento 

California: telephone surveillance on numbers 
457-9831. 457-9991: 7/14/69 to 9/8/69. The above 

/ telephones were listed in the name of the Black 

panther Party. ' " :: • 

/^B^ack Panther party, 2327 18th S treet, «■«.,_ 

wa vhi nctor., D. C.: telephone ^surveillance on 
/ numbers 265-4418, 265-4419, 462-9379; 6/10/70 to 
2/1/71 and from 4/19/71 to 6/25/71. As of 
. ' January is. 1971, the telephone service at the 
above address was listed in the name of the ■ 
Black Panther Party Ministry of Information. 




'• J. ' ' 




- 'U‘ ■’" 'l!'- ■ .46 •’' 


X- ; :" 




2-d. (i) 

i-'.’,. ■ "« ;., ..Jy. ,;*,•’ ‘i*,.Y, ; JL 

- ' - y..> ' . ( • ;\‘ 


462 ^9 3 6 o r 7/3 o f 7 u4 o’2/L '£*&FC\ ^ 

6/25/71- As of December 22 ,.telephone 

service at the ah^aidress was listed in the 
nai^of the Black Panther Party Community Infor¬ 
mation center. 

Surveillances number one, two, three, five, six, 
seven, eight, nine, ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, 
fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, eighteen, 
nineteen, twenty, twenty-one, twenty-two, twenty- 
three, twenty-four, twenty-five, twenty-six, 
twenty-^-seven, twenty-eight, twenty-nine, thirty, 
thirty-one, thirty-two, thirty-three, thirty-four, 
"and thirty—five above were initially authorized by 
Attorney General John N. Mitchell. Surveillance 
. number four above was authorized by Attorney General 

Richard G. Kleindienst. /' Iy.x/x •. 

2.d. (ii) See accompanying motion. 

2 .d. (iii) ' See' accompanying motion. ^ JV 

2.d. (iv) No person is described in response to paragraph 




/f'/’-v'-.f,, ; v V "" 


" Itj j-*v 




x.r-l;// 2.e. See accompanying motion. ' 

2.f.. See accompanying motion. 

; ; ‘ ‘ . . 2.g.; Yes? such entry was not with the consent of the 

lx xx'- ; occupants, residents or lessees of such premises. 









; ; : c.;. l.c. See accompanying motion. 
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S Answer to Interrogatory No. 2 
:,2t.av,.- ; 2-. i. See answer to interrogatory number, one- above 












































DIRECTOR \ il 76 r 4410 );%V > 

(ATTN:'. INTELLIGENCE.DIVISION)^ 

RA^i CHlCAGO: <|l 7 h-S) (P) y;. : -- ^ 


5 / 12 / 75 ? 




DAVID "TYRE^RELLINGER, aka 

ET AL vX'" ^ 

coc - v . . -x^* 


OO: .Chicago ■ ' ^ JJfil 

•'■%;:=./ Re Bureau letter dated lO/30/7^ and WFO : airtel\ : .;’-;. 
dated3/24/75, both under ^above caption. , ' >jy' 

„’•? -As/ the;Bureau .-is aware from’ above,Crefereuced'V:> 

WF<^boJimunication Siidf variousIfoddia accounts , the United 
States Supreme Court has disposed of the defendants / 
petition for a writ of ^certiorari iu connection with rjthe: ','v 
contemptcitatiQns arising 'from the or iginalCbnspiracy ’ 
seven trial. It would appear therefore that this matter 
has reached its final conclusion..: >' v : • ' /’* ‘ ' ; 


i- Consequently y -Chicago is renewing its request 

letterdatedOctober 8, 1974, this caption, to; destroy 


refuse the record J-*-^public; appearances of r . 
WILI,IAJ!f KUNSTLER and the other three defendants, (DELLINGER 
KGfBI|J r .and HOFFMAN) ^maintained due to the pending 1 itigatio 

which'-Is no^'.^(p^ciuded;vS^^:y;^"’^-- 'Tc'-V •; 

’ - v-; t Cln the event. Bureau authority for above is . .^ 

receivedir Chicagdi-Itflii; review appropriate records regarding 
these recordingsaiid advise all ether- Offices similarly -/^ 
retaining, - such •' v,•• % ;V ' : 




3y--; Bureau (RM) *• 
; (#^^ 2 ill 298 
2 «■ (Chicago 
"A'^iaOr*" 62*712 6 ) 


.r A7 'C^ ; ^.i 97? >H ; >-V 
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. ' . ^ Jt h-m 

..„ ^ i^r-TSPTTOTljeu FORM NO. 10 

r ^ (k^BULY-M973 EDITION ^ 

■> f !f?$ ,4^iSSA FPMR (41 CFRI lOf^If.6 ' £7 ^' 

.^UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

?‘^Memorandum 


DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 


date: 


FROM 




subject: 



^8AC, PHILADELPHIA (157-2004.) (P) 

o - ■ - 

DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL V , 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL (U*S.D.C. 

D. C.) CIVIL ACTION NO. 1765-69 
BUDED 4/30/75 


4/29/75 



niifipM 


^3 


Re Bureau airtel to Philadelphia dated 4/24/75, 

Enclosed for the.Bureau are eight-copies of an 
LHM dated and captioned as above. ■■ , 


CON 


m n is ! Jf 


•jMA< —3X£g>o 

Apz/'i s - fpaskjhb Ap 


, L 





Y' " c,-tA° 3 ; 




Jy- Bureau (62-112989) (Ends. 8) (RM) 
d. - Philadelphia (157-2004) 


V. 



SS 1975 


* — U f .* 1 *F 



CAT/kgg 
(3) 
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t/.J\ Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 

JN 0. IITi c ‘. ' "v ; . ; 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


In Reply , Please Refer to 
File No. 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106 
April 29, 1975 , - 


DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL V. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL ' 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) CIVIL ACTION 
NO. 1765-69 


_,_ _ _Jthe official in charge " 

was Special Agent in Charge Joe David Jamieson. He is now 
retired. His last address was care of FBI Academy, Quantico, 
Virginia. 

Records failed to reflect the date Special Agent in 
Charge Jamieson learned of the installation of the surveillances, 

The dates of the communication to the Director, FBI 

when the Philadelphia Division informe d the Director of the _ 

installation for each surveillance are I I 
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This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions 
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your 
agency; it and its contents ape not to be distributed outside 
your agency . / - . .. . ' '■ • - -V ' 'i , 
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Date of Mail 9/25/75 


Has been removed and placed in the Special File Room of Records Section. 


See File 66-2554-7530 for authority. 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 


August 26* 1975 


7C$ireetor, FBI / v\ fj'Y'^ 

[REU-M C ^" ' ' ' 

i&AVID DELLINGER, et al. , v* 
|^JQHM M» MITCHELL* et al. 
i9(D.D.C.J 

^oCXVIL ACTIO® MO. 1768-69 
’i*-- 


5|uj 

Sir 

cj> t>5 


1 - l 

2 - Mr. Mintz 

1 - I- 



£2 Q3 By memorandum dated August ill * 197^ f you 

^furnished copies of plaintiffs' 1 Third Set of Interrogatories 
S; ~Er v -'Addressed to Defendants as well as Buie 34 Requests 
gj| . ^ ’^'directed to defendants and requested that information 

®— C/7 necessary for the preparation of the Government *s 
fp --y response he made available to you prior to August 28* 1975. 

2^ LxJ Review of the Third Set of Interrogatories 

'—J p 7 ", Addressed to Defendants fails to reveal that any of 

items therein are directed to the FBI. Review of 
l-lrj^T. p the Rule 31 Requests reveals that items, 2c* 2d* . 4c* JLO* 

!j s o>! g 12a* 13 and 14 are directed to the FBI. 

S' S L* . 

3 ! 2e. Memorandum dated January 27* 1971, from 

H cs $ , 1 the Director* FBI* to the Assistant Attorney General, 
ji 5: cT" Internal Security Division* captioned "Intelligence 

!M%r>v-*i ; ‘ Evaluation Committee," which memorandum is classified 

i ^ ° does not appear to foe relevant to the issues in 

this civil suit. Accordingly* we request that you resist 
discovery of this document. 

■ w • 

I - < 2d. Review of the FBI files reveals two memoranda 

vp" dated February 3, 1971, from the Director, FBI* to the 
, fjy Assistant Attorney General* Internal Security Division, » 
r captioned "Intelligence Evaluation Committee." One document 
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Admin. ___— 
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Laboratory . 
Plan. & Eve 


is classified "Confidential *s the second is classified 
^SeCfetT" Neither document appears relevant to the issues 
in this civil action. Accordingly, we request that you 
resist discovery of both documents. , 
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^assi^tant attorney General 
Criminal Division > 


,4'd* - Review df appropriate FBI file© -fails - to ’ ' . 

reveal a memorandum Sated May 17, 1971, from the Director, 
FBI, to the Attorney General ” the sub ject of which, or .. , . 
one of the subjecfes of which, was new procedures in requests 
for authorisation of electronic surveillance in national 
security .cases:.* 1 . - ,/■ \ J S- -■ /' 

10.. The material requested herein was furnished 
to you by memorandum dated July 14, 1975, captioned ■ ... 

"Morton II, Balperln, et. al.y v. Bemry A, Kissinger, et al. 
(DoD.C. ) Civil Action File Ho. 1187-73.” . ; . * 

. 12a. Ho forms are used by this Bureau to . / 
respond to requests for disclosure of information concerning 
electronic surveillance of criminal defendant#*. A© you 
are aware, requests of this nature come to us from the 
Department of Justice. This Bureau responds to the 
.Department 's request by memorandtna, detailing the results 
of the eiectronic sisurveiliance check. • •-. . 

13. On August 15/ 1975, Mr. Smith of your 

office noted that plaintiffs have requested a substantial 
number of documents in this item and stated that the 
Department would obtain a delay concerning this matter. 
Documents requested herein will be furnished to you 
prior to October 1*. 1975. : . \ 

14. In this item, plaintiffs request the FBI 
Handbook for Special Agents, For your information, this 
Handbook is a summary of and contains citation® to the 
FBI Manual of Rules and Regulations and the FBI Manual 

of Instructions. A copy of the FBI Handbook is issued to 
each Special Agent of the FBI, and its contents, are to foe 
held in confidence by our employees. Disclosure of this 
Handbook would reveal FBI techniques and procedures and 











thus. adversely affect our ability to function effectively# 
thereby' causing' substantial damage- ; to. the public interest » 
fo require the FBI to produce this document would be 
’’comparable to requiring one football team to give its 
’play^-book* to the Opposing team before the game*” i: 

Cuneo Vo Laird , 338 F.Supp.504,506 (D.D.C. 1974). 

On the other hand# plaintiffs Mve -failed to show any 
good cause for the production of this document r nor have v 
they shown its relevancy to the issues in this civil action. 
Accordingly# we- request that ..you resist'-•discovery of'this 
item. v •;.. r. V../ir •••••’ ‘-.v’t tV. 


.• NOTE: Based on Legal Counsel memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
■■■• dated 8/19/75 and R. L. McCarthy to. Mr . Cleveland memorandum 

dated 8/20/75. Responses to items 2c# 2d and 4c, Rule 34 
-. Requests, were coordinated with T. H* Howard, Intelligence 
Division, On 8/21/7.5, Jonathan B. Smith, Departmental. - >-■- 
;-Attorney.handling*this, civil action, advised that it would 
be unnecessary for this Bureau to furnish to the Department 
copies, of documents, requested by plaintiffs in items 2c,. 

. . 2d and 4c, Rule 34 Requests.' . 
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DAVID DELLINGER, et al v. 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al 
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CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 
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Reference memorandum of Legal Counsel''to Mr 
Adams dated August 19, 1975, captioned as above. 
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In reference to request for information, or! documents 
responsive to Item 12a., Rule 34 requests, it is pointed out 
that no forms are used by the FBI to respond to request for 
disclosure of information concerning electronic surveillance Tjrf 
criminal defendants. Requests of this nature originate fro m 
the Justice Department and response is in letter form detailing 
the results of the search of electronic surveillance indices. 
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JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al., U. S. D.C. , 
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'■ Dep.* AD'Adnn:L 
Dep, AD Inv. ___ 
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Ext. Affairs — 
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In this civil action, brought by organizational 7 

as well as individual plaintiffs, illegal wiretapping is 
alleged,and plaintiffs seek money damages. In the 
course of discovery, the Department produced copies of - 
authorizations signed by the Attorney General, certain 
Departmental policy memoranda relating to national 
security electronic surveillances,/and certain internal (j 

Bureau memoranda relating to the electronic surveillances 
of the W.E.B. ’DuBois,Clubs of Americajdthe Black Panther 
Party (BPP) , the Wh ite-Panther Party^r Students for a if J 
Democratic Society, | jf ' 

I Bavard Rustin.l I I 

l and Nathan Schwerner. 

On 9/12/75, Jonathan B. Smith, Departmental 
Attorney handling this case, advi’sed the Department desires 
to serve interrogatories in this matter on plaintiff BPP as well 
as the following individual plaintiffs: I ~1 

David Dellinger. I I ~ 

Jer ry Clyde Rubin, Ab bot H. Hoffman, | 1 

and _ Smith requested that the Bureau draft 

suggested interrogatories to direct to the. above plaintiffs. 

The interrogatories should be written so that responses • ^ 
will reveal information to justify the FBI's internal 


security investigations on the afe<|^W 
plaintiffs, i.e.^information cond^^^ng foreign 
travel as well as unlawful goals and activities. 


b7C 


goals, and activities. &■ ^ 
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. Memo to Mr. Adams 
s tsRE: DAVID DELLINGER, et al ., V. 

■M ‘ " JOHN N. MITCHELL 

~ . ' (D.D.C.) CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 


RECOMMENDATION ; 

1. That-the Intelligence Division furnish 
Legal Counsel Division factual'information concerning 
the revolutionary goals and activities of the above 
listed plaintiffs. 


2. That Legal Counsel Division draft 
appropriate interrogatories concerning the named 
plaintiffs and correspond with the Department. 
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Legal Counsel 

C) v ^ 

DAVID DELLINGER, etal., V ALL INFORMATION C 0 NTMirW= 

^d h d.c: ) mitchell ' et al - HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED “ " 

CIV Z L ACTION NO. 1768-69 DATE^^BY^Ww „ ^ 

. 7 A'9'93 

In this civil action certain of the plaintrirfs i/^y Q) 
were incidentally overheard as the result of national 
security electronic surveillances, and they seek money 
damages. By memorandum dated 8/11/75, the Assistant 
Attorney General, Criminal Division, furnished copies 
of plaintiffs' Third Set of Interrogatories Addressed 
to Defendants as well as Rule 34 Requests directed to 
defendants. (Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 
pertains to Discovery and Production of Documents and Things 
for Inspection, Copying, or Photographing.) The Assistant 
Attorney General, Criminal Division, requested that information 
and documents contained in Bureau files necessary for the 
preparation of the Government's response be made available ^ 
to the Department prior to 8/28/75. I 

Review of the Rule 34 Requests reveals that the 
following are requested from the FBI: 

2.c. "Memorandum dated January 27, 1971 from 
the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, to the 
Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division, 
the subject of which, or one of the subjects of which, 
was the Intelligence Evaluation Committee. " _ _ 

Enc * r" J « ■ V / 


, i Wanna 11 . 

1 -|_ 

2 - Mr. Mintz 

1 H I 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David Dellinger, et ai., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


2.d. "Memorandum dated February 3, 1971 from 
the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, to the 
Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division, 
the subject of which, or one of the subjects of which, 
was the Intelligence Evaluation Committee." 

4.c. "Memorandum dated May 17, 1971 from the 
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, to Attorney 
General Mitchell, the subject of which, or one of the 
subjects of which, was new procedures in requests for 
authorization of electronic surveillance in national 
security cases." 

10. "Manual or other material or memoranda 
describing the system employed by the F.B.I. for the 
indexing and retrieval of electronic surveillance data." 

12. a. "Any and all forms used by the F.B.I. 

to respond to requests for disclosure of information concern' 
ing electronic surveillance of criminal defendants." 

13. "With respect to each of the requests for 
authorization and/or reauthorization of warrantless 
electronic surveillance (emanating from the Director 

of the F.B.I. to the Attorney General) heretofore made 
available to the plaintiffs by earlier discovery in 
this case, copies of any and all memoranda or documents 
within the F.B.I. which preceded and/or which were the 
basis for the request of the Director of the F.B.I. to the 
Attorney General for such authorization or reauthorization." 

14. "A training and/or operations manual entitled 
Handbook for Special Agents , pertaining, among other things, 
to the preparation of F.B.I. reports referred to by John A. 
Mintz in testimony of May 8, 1975." 

Review of the Third Set of Interrogatories 
Addressed to Defendants fails to reveal that any of the 
items therein are directed to the FBI. 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David Dellinger, et al., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


The material requested in item 10 was 
furnished to the Assistant Attorney General,Criminal 
Division, by memorandum dated 7/14/75, as a result of a 
discovery request in a civil action titled Morton H. 
Hal^erin, et al. v. Henry A. Kissinger, et al » (D.P.C.) 
Civil Action No. 1187-73. Jonathan B. Smith, Departmental 


Attorney handling this civil action, has been informed that 
information responsive to item 10 was furnished'yto the 
Department via the above memorandum. The effort' to obtain 
the FBI Handbook for Special Agents, requested in\item 14, 
will be resisted; Legal Counsel Division will furnish to the 
Department reasons for objecting to production of the above. 


On 8/15/75, Mr. Smith was informed that plaintiffs 
have requested a substantial number of documents in item 13, 
Rule 34 Requests, and that it will take a great deal of 
time and effort to locate these documents. Smith acknowledged 
that it would be unreasonable to require the Bureau to furnish 
the above within a short period of time and indicated 
that the Department would obtain a delay regarding this 
item. He requested that the Bureau furnish documents 
requested in item 13 no later than 10/1/75. 


Mr. Smith requested that the Department be furnished 
two copies of each document now being requested by plaintiffs 
in this civil action. One copy should be a true, unexcised copy 
as it appears in Bureau files. The second copy should 
have deleted from it both administrative and privileged 
material. Concerning deletions in the documents, the 
Bureau should follow the guidelines developed by 
Departmental and Bureau officials on 1/30/75. One copy 
of Legal Counsel memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams dated 
2/10/75, wherein these guidelines are set forth, is attached. 


Also attached is a list of authorizations for 
electronic surveillance that has been furnished to 
plaintiffs in this civil action. In addition, attached 
are three requests for authorization for electronic 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Res David Dellinger, et al., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


surveillance furnished to plaintiffs that were not approved 
(these are dated 5/13/68, 7/8/71, and 11/8/68) as well as 
a list of FD-142's and FD-143's (FBI documents which 
preceded and/or which were the basis for electronic 
jsurveillance requests) previously furnished to plaintiffs. 

RECOMMENDATIONS : 

1. That the Special Investigative Division, no 
later than 8/21/ 75, furnish information or documents responsive 
to item 12 .a., TUile 34 Requests. 


2. That the Intelligence Division, no later than 
8/21/ 75, furnish appropriately excised documents responsive 
to items 2.c., 2.d., and 4.c. 


3. That upon receipt of above. Legal Counsel 
Division correspond with the Department and furnish 
information or documents responsive to items 2.c., 2.d., 



than 9/21/7 5. furnish appropriately excised documents, 
responsive to item 13, except for FD-142's and FD-143's 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David Dellinger, et al., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al., etc. 


5. That upon receipt of information from 
the Intelligence Division, Legal Counsel Division 
correspond with the Department. 
















Mr. J; B. Adams 


2/l£^75 


)RMATION CONTAINED 
IS UNCLASSIFIED 


Legal Counsel 

SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY, et al. v 
ATTORNEY GENERAL, et al. , 

(U. S. D. C., S. D. NEW YORK) 

73 Civ 3160 TPG 


Plaintiffs, the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), its youth group 
the Young Socialist Alliance (YSA) and fifteen individual plaintiffs, fUe&^/vSlf 
captioned civil action during July, 1973, alleging that defendants, the FBI* 
and other Governmental agencies and officers, have denied them constitui- • 
tional rights as a political party. They seek substantial damages as well 
as broad injunctive relief. ;‘ f f 

By letter dated 1/9/75, Paul J. Curran, U. S. Attorney, 

Southern District of New York, advised that on 1/7/75, the court in 
captioned civil action ordered us to produce "all files relating to every¬ 
thing gathered about the plaintiffs, including the results of surveillance 
-sonductadjof t he SWP or the YSA. and docum ents relating to the purpose 
of such surveillance." 7 / ■ —r- — —?=- r ^ 

By memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams dated 1/23/75, Legal 
Counsel advised that as a result of contact with the Department, it would 
be necessary to release a number of Bureau documents concerning plaintiffs, , 
including certain SWP Disruption Program documents. Legal Counsel 
Division then conferred with the Intelligence Division and made available 
guidelines for review of the SWP Disruption Program documents. Sub¬ 
sequent to the review by the Intelligence Division, Legal Counsel reviewed ~ 


1 - Mr. Adams 
1 - Mr. Wannall 
lr 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B; Adams . 
Re: Socialist Workers Party, et al. v. 
Attorney General, et al., etc. 


the material and suggested that because the court order was so broad 
that additional documents would be required. To resolve the scope of 
discovery, a meeting was held on 1/30/75 , in the office of As sistant 
Director Mintz. Present were Mr. Mintz£ 


Legal 

Counsel Division;, Edward Christenbury, Deputy Chief, and Robert L. 
Keuch, Chief, Special Litigations Section. Criminal Division. 
Department of Justice_ 


Jof, the Intelligence Division. 


At this meeting it was agreed that it would be necessary to 
make available to plaintiffs all Bureau documents concerning the SWP 
Disruption Program except documents in the program pertaining to 
recommendations not implemented. Documents to be made available 
include preparatory or "backup" documents which led up to the approval 
of a Disruption Program recommendation, documents setting forth 
Bureau authority to implement a recommendation, periodic documents 
reflecting FBIHQ or field office analyses of the Program. References • 
in the documents should be retained, but privileged material in them 
may be deleted. Specifically, the following deletions may be made. : 

-Excise-the_identities of informants. : ; 


/ 


Excise information which, if released, by its very nature, 
would tend to identify an informant. 

Excise T symbols where, in our judgment, they would tend / 
to identify a source. ;Vvv: - 

Excise the identities of individuals who have furnished 
information under either an express or implied promise of confidentiality. 
This also would include any.information which would tend to identify these 
individuals. : / . 

Excise information which would tend to expose a confidential 
investigative technique. 

Excise information of an administrative nature. This would• 
include information such as file numbers, Agents', Supervisors', and 
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Memorandum to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: Socialist Workers Party, et al. v. 
Attorney General, et al. , etc. 


Bureau officials' names and initials, markings such as indexing symbols, 
copy counts, serial numbers, block stamps, date stamps, names identifying 
recipients of tickler copies, and other such information. 

Excise classified information. Determine what information is 
classified and excise that information. Information from foreign intelligence 
sources is usually classified. If not, it should be excised also, for there 
is implied confidentiality. 

Excise classification markings when the classified information 

is excised. 

Excise information from other Federal agencies, for any ; ' 
determination on the release of such information should be made by 
the agency involved. If necessary, the Bureau will subsequently refer 
any requests for such information to the interested agencies. 

As indicated above, documents in the Disruption Program 
pertaining to recommendations not implemented need not be produced to 
plaintiffs. However, it was agreed that if these documents contain 
nMormatit>n7i%^ept a mere' ■refOrenc^V^^^hriKgTT r rljCbm'nimidKttan~that r!W 
was approved, that information in the document, but only that information, 
•must be made available. Of course, any privileged material in that 
information may be deleted. 

RECOMMENDATION: ; ;■ 

None; for information. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


I» Reply* Please Refer to 
File JVo. 


WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 


MEMORANDUM 


FO^ 


^4c 


May 13, 1988 


ATTORNEY GENERAL 


RE: JERRY CLYDE RUBIN 


COMMUNIST 


Jerry Clyde Rubin traveled to communist Cuba 
1964 via Czechoslovakia in violation of a Government ban. 
on travel to Cuba. Thereafter, he was the founder and 
served as cochairman of the Vietnam Day Committee, Berkeley, 
California, a vigorous sponsor of antiwar demonstrations 
and protest rallies between 1965 and 1967 in the 
San Francisco area. Demonstrations sponsored by this 'v. 
organization under the leadership of Rubin led to numerous 
arrests and injuries to demonstrators® Rubin, himself, 
was arrested in August, 1965, in a demonstration which •. 
virtually trapped General Maxwell D. Taylor in a hotel 
office o ■■ . 


Since this period, Rubin became the Project 
Director for the National Mobilization Committee to End 
the War in Vietnam in New York, New York. In this capacity, 
-hgnW.as-,tbe coordinator^ of. demonstrations at the Pentagon 
and in Washirigt’87T^Tfoeg e~>~- : . 4 >. 
activities also led to violence and mass arrests, including 
the arrest of Rubin for refusing to move from a restricted 
area. . , 

In January, 1968, he was the founder and is now-’:; •/"; 
employed as a staff member of the Youth International 
Party, New York, New York. This group was reportedly -- 
organized to promote a "festival of life" demonstration ’ 
at the National Democratic Convention in Chicago in . 

August, 1968. . . •• : 


ALL -INFORMATION' CONTAINED 

: .sss2®sa^w- 


'-Qom-l 

















MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 


With little apparent effort or planning, this 
organization has already backed two impressive demonstra¬ 
tions* One ox these, called a "yip-in," was held at 
Grand Central Station in New York City on a late Saturday 
night for the purpose of celebrating the coming ox spring* 
Violence and mass arrests occurred and the demonstration 
developed antidraft and antiwar implications. This 
organization presently plans another demonstration for 
Macy ? s Department Store in New York City on June 8, 1968* 


Rubin constitutes a danger to the national 
security as evidenced by revolutionary statements. On 
the occasion of a public speech June 26, 1965, he stated 
the following must be included as a part of the peace 
movement: "massive civil disobedience and picketing," 

"working in.slum areas," "teach-ins against labor* unions," 
and "we must consider treason-—deliberate sabotage of the. 
v/ar machine," He ended the speech by stating members of 
the peace movement must be willing to "put their bodies 
on the.line," Participating in a panel discussion on y 
November 27, 1965, he said the power structure in the 
United States had to be changed and he wanted demonstra¬ 


tions and civil disobedience rather than.liberal 


means * -x 


Coverage of Rubin®s activities at the headquarters 
-of^the^-YoufA-i-nierna-t-iona-l^gar-t.v-has^.be.en-e stablishe . d-'and y _ 
efforts are currently being made to increase this coverageT 
St is to be noted that many of the Youth International Party 
followers are "hippie types" and such would normally include 
numerous students. It could reasonably be expected that 
many of Rubin 7 s contacts and organizational efforts would 
be made at night from his residence telephone. For this . 
reason, a telephone surveillance of his residence would 
afford vital information as to organizational plans and 
the identity of key organizers, which would not be otherwise 
obtained through coverage of his place of employment. 


The history of this individual in the direction 
of demonstrations which lead to violence has been established 
It is recognized that he is capable of creating, through 
such demonstrations, a major civil disturbance if complete 
coverage of his activities is not effected. 
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|^p|^M§K3Hi^pUH FOR THE ATTORNEY GRiSaL 

RE; ^BLACIC PA1IT1ISR PARTT - 
SIS.SliSlKi#' • I6s ' aHGELES 9 CALIFORNIA ' y- 


r:; - The Clack’'Panther Party in Los Angclcsj TCali£otnia f ; ;S 
is an-active chapter- of the national Black Panther Part 
headquartered in.Berkeley, California. The Black Panther 
Party is the nost active black extremist group in the’•'SllkSSS^ 
. 1 United Sta tes t odays Its le aders envision thjs organisation SSS 
; as onekdiichwillAneuTlSlkicLr'people ss ^re^iuf£o^^^^0^f^® 
against the United States Goverunent. They have also preached 
hate and violence and have openly advocated' the use of firearms 
■ and guerrilla warfare for attainment o£ their goals. hk|ft|Jvllh-;S3 

; In addition to the constant pliysical threat to lives 

and property, represented by renters of. the Black Panther Party,'^ 
there is increasing evidence that they represent a threat to. the 
. internal security', of the United States inasmuch as they have 
publicly revealed their solidarity with Cuban and Chinese- ul'S 
coimmnist revolutionaries. Members of the Black Panther Party 
have • recently traveled to Cuba and it has been announced tint 
\ such travel will increase in the future. An informant who •-,?/' ; 
\ recently returned frou Cuba reported that Cuban intelligence ; : - 
• agents with whom he was in contact exhibited a keen interest. 

\ in the Blade Panther Party. ■ v -. 

all'information contained.- 


;!* * 4 iv 












the attg^y 


- Black Panther Party in Los Angeles maintains 

headquarters’ at 4115 Couth Central Avenue» Los Angeles, Cal 
It is requested tliat authority be granted for a. telephone' 
surveillance at the headqinxi'fcers at - this address or at any o 
address to ■which the headquarters might move* .... - T'. r ; • • 

• . .. '•-Very 'truly yours, 


John Bcgar liOo\*cr 
Director 


h* h* 
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GSA GEN. REG. NO.j27 V 

united States go 

Memorandum 



:NMENT-. 



TO 


FR0M 


r 

SUBJECT: 


Mr. W. R. Wannall 
S. S. Mignpsa 


T ’-.. Mr» J. A. Miritz 
1 5 Mr. W. R. Wannall 

DATE: 9/23/75 


Assoc. Dir.-- 

Dep. AD Adm. _1 
Dep. AD*inv. 
Asst. Dir.; ^ / 


Admin. 


J 


DAVID DELLINGER; ET AL., V. 
JOHN No MITCHELL, ET AL. 
(D.D.C;) 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 1768-69 



Laboratory - 

Legal Coun._ 

Plan. & Eval-- 

B e. Inv. ___ 

ining _ 

Telephone Rm._ 

Directorjiec'y- 


rumvmiiuN u 

HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED 

DATL^^RY^a2^/€^/f' 


Captioned matter is a civil suit in which individut 
and organizational plaintiffs seek money damages based on 
allegedly illegal electronic surveillance overhears and direct 
coverage. 

Memorandum Legal Counsel to J. B. Adams dated 8/19/75 
advised of the receipt of plaintiffs' interrogatories requiring 
the production of certain documents and requesting that such 
documents, appropriately excised, be furnished by the appropriate 
FBIHQ Divisions. 

Some of the requested documents were previously 
furnished to Legal Counsel. The last aspect to be handled by 
the intelligence Division, the response to item'#4, page 4 of 
the above-mentioned memorandum, concerns the furnishing of 
documents which-constitute the basis for the various requests 
for authorization and reauthorization, by the Attorney General, 
of pertinent electronic surveillances involved in this case. 

There are attached Xerox copies of 151 documents, along with 
single copies of the excised versions of those documents, 
as requested by Legal Counsel. 



as**" 6 




RECOMMENDATIONS: 





1. That upon approval, attached documents be^urnished 
to Legal Counsel. 


15 OCT' 


1975 


2. That a memorandum to file be prepared, listing the 
above documents by file and serial number and enclosing a file 
com of the excised version of each.. 

Enclosures 3C 


62-112989 
RJD:rbs 
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m INFORMATION CONTAINED 
HEREIN IS UNCLASSIFIED, 



October U>, 
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2 - Mr. Mintz 

i -i- 


Assistant Attorney General 

Cri«±n«l ]Rg£gion „ <- Mr. Wannall 

Director, FBI / j Mintz } 

DAVID et al., v. 

*£• JOHN W. MITCHELL, et al. 

^Cj(D.D.C.) / 

C O Civil, ACTION NO. 1769-69 i A 

M ' 

* By memorandum dated August 11, 1975, you 
*“7 furnished copies of plaintiffs' Third Set of Interrogatories 
O ^ Addressed to Defendants as well as Rule 34 Bequests 
O* directed to defendants and requested that information 
'h and documents contained in Bureau files necessary for 
\jthe preparation of the Government's response be furnished 
^ to the Department. By memorandum dated August 26, 1975, 

UJ I furnished to you information concerning items directed 
to the FBI, except for documents requested in Item 13 
| of the Buie 34 Requests. 

j In Item 13, Rule 34 Requests, plaintiffs have 

v■ ! requested, with respect to each authorization or 

u ‘‘| reauthorization for warrantless electronic surveillance 
| heretofore made available to plaintiffs, copies of all 

I memoranda or documents which were the basis for the 

! Director's request to the Attorney General for such 
4 authorizations or reauthorizations. On August 15, 1975, 
Jonathan B. Smith of your office noted that plaintiffs 
have requested a substantial number of documents in this 
Item and stated that the Department would obtain a delay 
concerning this matter. Mr. Smith requested that the 
Bureau furnish documents requested by plaintiffs in 
Item 13 no later than October 1, 1975. at.t. t k tt.^^ntai mer 
, . , , Y J HEREIN L/j^CUsXfIHD 



Assoc. Dir. - 
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Laboratory - 
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Telephone Rm. —• 
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(See NOTE, Page2.) 
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Criminal Division 


For your information, review of our files 
fails to ; .reveal any doeuimsnts which were the basis for 
the Director’s request to the Attorney General for the 
electronic surveillances of the Black Panther Party, 

3106 Shattuck Avenue, Berkeley, California, authorisation 
dated March 20, 1969,for the W.E.B. DuBois Clubs of . 
America, 5935 Grove street, Oakland, California, 
authorization dated August 1, l964_T]^^!evi©x^ of our files 
further reveals that the document which was the basis 
for the Director's request to the Attorney General for the 
electronic surveillance of Students For A Democratic 
Society, 1103 East 63rd Street, Chicago, Illinois, 
authorization dated June 4, 1965, was destroyed on 
September 5, 1969* The file fails to reflect a reason 
fpr the destruction of this document. 

Except for documents which were the basis 
for the above surveillances, two copies of each document 
requostcd-by plaintiffs inlteml3 were furnished to - 
Mr, Smith on September 29, 1975. One copy was a true, 
unexcised copy as it appears in Bureau files. The second 
d 
1 


NOTE:' Based on Legal Counsel memorandum to Mr. J.B. 

Adams dated 8/19/75, S. S. Mignosa memorandum to 

Mr ., W.- R. Wannall dated 9/23/75 . and Info rmation furnished 

orally on 9/23/ 75 by SA __ Intelligence 

Division, to SA|~ \ Legal Counsel Division. 
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^UNlTE^ STATES QQVERNMENT 





Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Attention: Office of Legal Counsel 

^Richard L. Thornburgh 
Assistant Attorney General 


date: August 11, 1975 
RLT:RLK:ESC:JBSmith:mlh 


subject: Criminal Division 

0 

David Dellinger, et al. v. John N. Mitchell, et al. 
•(D.D.C-.) Civil Action No. 1768-69 ___ 


Please find enclosed copies of plaintiffs' THIRD SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS and Rule 3^ REQUESTS, 
served upon this office by Tetter, of July 29 , 1975* The 
defendant's answer to these interrogatories and requests is 
due on August 28, 1975. Accordingly, it is requested that the 
information and documents contained in Bureau files necessary 
for the preparation of our response be made available to the 
Department in sufficient time that to allow filing of a response 
on that date. If disclosure of the requested information or 
documents is in your judgment objectionable, please so indicate 
in order that consideration may be given to interposing an 
appropriate objection. • n o 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


DAVID T. DELLINGER, et al. , 

Plaintiffs, 


JOHN.N. MITCHELL, et. al. , 


Defendants «'• 


Civil Action No, 1768-69 


RULE 34 REQUESTS 


All FiFOk'maA CPrtjAWtD 


Pursuant to the provisions of Rule 3^ of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure, plaintiffs request that the defendants produce 
and permit plaintiffs or someone acting on their behalf to inspect 
and copy the following: 


1 , The documents listed in the Third Set of Interrogatorie 
1 and 2, dated this date. 


2. a) Memorandum dated December 4, 1970 from Assistant 
Attorney General Mardian to Attorney General Mitchell, the subjecl 
of which, or one of the subjects of which, was the Intelligence 


Evaluation Committee, 


-b) Memorandum dated January 27, 1971. from Assistant 


1 Or - * 7* 


Attorney General Mardian to Attorney General Mitcehll, the subject 
of which,, or one of the subjects of which,. was the intelligence 
Evaluation Committee. 

- t •/■ z) - : Memorandum-dated- January-27-*—15-Z.l—:from^the .Director.n 

./( ' 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, to the Assistant Attorney Genera.. 

Internal Security Division, the subject of which, or one of the 

subjects of which, was the Intelligence Evaluation Committee, 

~"7~~ • V^h)^~''MemPrni^^ '37~i9 7P'froRPthe -Direc tor ; , 

^Federal Bureau of Investigation, to the Assistant Attorney General 







- 2 - 


e) Memorandum dated February 10, 1971 from Assistant 
Attorney General Mardlan to George C. Moore, Benson Buffham, 
Thomas J» Kelley, Colonel John W. Downey, and Richard Ober, the 
subject of which, or one of the subjects of which, was the 
Intelligence Evaluation Committee. 

f) Memorandum dated April 26, 1971 from Assistant 
Attorney General Mardian to Attorney General Mitchell, the subjec 
of which, or one of the subjects of which, was the Intelligence 
Evaluation Committee. 

g) All other memoranda to or ..from Assistant. Attorney 
General Mardian the subject of which, or one of the subjects of 
which, was the Intelligence Evaluation .Committee. 


3. Memorandum from Assistant Attorney General Will Wilson 
to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, dated April 16, 
1969, and captioned, in parti "Electronic.Surveillance etc., ' 
et al." 

4. a) A memorandum dated March 10, 1971 from Assistant 
Attorney General Mardian to Attorney General Mitchell, the subjec 
of which, or one of the subjects of which* was a proposal that 
requests for written authorization to conduct electronic sur¬ 
veillance in national security cases be routed through the 
Internal Security Division, Department of Justice, 

b) Memorandum dated March 22, 1971 from Attorney 
General Mitchell to Assistant Attorney General Mardian In reply 
to memorandum described in 4(a), supra . 

vc 3 ) Memorandum dated May 17* 1971 from the Director, 

■ \ ■ ■ ' 

Federal Bureau of Investigation, to Attorney General Mitchell, 
the subject of which, or one of the subjects of which, was new 
nxnf*urinr>ps in rpniiests for authorization of electronic surveill— 
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the Department of Justice, the subject of which, or one of the 


subjects of which, was new procedures in requests for authoriza¬ 


tion of electronic surveillance in national security cases. 


e),' Memorandum dated June 9, 1971 from Attorney General 


Mitchell to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, the 


subject of which, or one of.the subjects of which, was new pro¬ 


cedures in requests for authorization of electronic surveillance 


in national security cases. 


f) Any and all attachments to the memoranda described. 


in .4 (a) through (e), sur 


5. Study by Daniel McAuliffe and/or William Olson reviewing 


authorizations and re-authorizations for electronic surveillance 


projects. 


6. Memorandum referred to by Robert L. Mardian in deposition 


of April 27 and 28, 1975 in Phoenix, Arizona, prepared by John 


David or any other person prior to May 6, 1969 and directed to 


either Attorney General Mitchell or the Director, Federal Bureau 


of Investigation, or both, containing recommendations concerning 


electronic surveillance, and speaking to the effect of the OmnibuE 


Crime Control Act of 1968 thereon. 


7. Manual referred, to on page 2 of May 6, 1969 memorandum 


from Attorney General Mitchell to the Director, Federal Bureau of 


Investigation. 


8. Form letter sent to various government agencies by the 


Department of Justice, either the Criminal Division or the 


Internal Security Division or any other division, requesting 


information concerning electronic surveillance of various 


J ^ c -f* <3 r*l r\ci 1 ir»o ^ f' olopfnAni 
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9, Letters sent to various government agencies by the 
Internal Security Division or the Criminal Division, or both, 
requesting information concerning electronic surveillance in 
United States v. Dellinger, Cr. No. 69-180 (N.D, ill.). 


V 10. Manual or other material or memoranda describing the 
system employed by the F.B.I. for the indexing and retrieval of 
electronic surveillance data* 

11,. Any and all background memoranda, minutes of meetings* 
records of discussions, and other material concerning the develop¬ 
ment of the electronic surveillance policy propounded in a memo¬ 
randum dated May 6, 1969 from Attorney 'General Mitchell to the 
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Including copies of 
all preliminary drafts of the foregoing memorandum. 

h, 12. a) Any and all forms used by the F.B.I. to respond to 
requests for disclosure of information concerning electronic-,-— 
surveillance of criminal defendants-. 

b) Any and all forms used by federal offices and 

agencies other than the F.B.I, to respond to requests for dis- 

" ■ •• ■ ... \ 
closure of information concerning electronic surveillance of 

criminal defendants. 

c) Any and all responses from government offices and 
agencies to requests for disclosure of information concerning 
electronic surveillance in United States v. Dellinger , Cr, No. 
69-180 (N.D. Ill.), decided February 20, 1970* 


7 13. With respect to each of the /i^equest s/for authorization 

.ancl/or^r.eau.th.orl za tion- o.f,.-warr_ant.le &s_ele.c troni c_ surveillance 
(emanating from the Director of the F.B.I. to the Attorney 
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basis for the request of the Director of the F.B.I, to the 
Attorney General for such authorization or reauthorization. 


J 14. 


A training and/or operations manual entitled Handbook 
tl Agents a pertaining,/among other things, to the 


preparation of F.B.I. reports referred to by John A, Mintz in 
testimony of May 8, 1975. 


Dated: Newark, N. J. 

July 30, 1975. 


Attorneys for Plaintiffs 




-irtS 


MORTON STAViS 
One of Counsel to 
Plaintiffs 

jHH Broad Street 
Newark, N. J. 07102 
(201) 622-3789 


Affidavit of Service 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY) 
COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 


Margaret B. Thompson, of full age, being duly sworn accord¬ 
ing to law, upon her oath deposes and says: On July 31, 1975, I 
served the original, of the foregoing Rule 34 Requests on Edv/ard 
S. Christenbury Esq i, Civil Litigation ? Unit, "Criminal-DiVisibri, 
United States Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 20530,.by 
certified mail, return receipt requested. 






Sworn to and subscribed 
before me this 31st day 
of Ju/ly, 1975. 

' KAREN E. STEWART 
notary public op new Jersey 

My Commission Expires Feb. II, 1976 






UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


DAVID DELLINGER, et al., 


Plaintiffs, 


JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al., 


Defendants. 


Civil Action 


No. 1768-69 


THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
ADDRESSED TO DEFENDANTS 


The plaintiffs request that the defendants answer under oath, in 
accordance with Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the within 
Interrogatories, in the space provided; if such space is inadequate, please 
answer the Interrogatories on additional pages. ? -V .;. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a copy of such answers must be 
served upon the undersigned within the time prescribed by law. 


1. Has the federal government agreed to indemnify or otherwise, 
compensate defendant Mitchell, or the, representatives of defendant Hoover, 
or both, if plaintiffs prevail on their damage claim? If such indemnity or 
compensation arrangements have been made, describe their terms and 
extent and the source of authority therefor. If there is a document setting 
forth such arrangement, please furnish a copy or submit such document 
for copying pursuant to Rule 34 F.R.C.P. 










2. Did Attorney General Clark respond prior to January 20, 1969 
to a memorandum dated July 2, 1968 from the Director, Federal Bureau of 
Invest igation > to the Attorney General,the subject of which was the effect of 
the Omnibus Crime Control Act of 1968 upon electronic surveillance pro¬ 
grams? If so, was such response oral, written, or both? If oral, please 
state the date or dates of such communication or communications, and the 


contents thereof. If written, please furnish a copy or submit such docu¬ 
ment to plaintiffs for copying pursuant to Rule 34, Fed. Rulbs'of Civil Proc. 


3. List all material submitted as in camera exhibits to courts 
in United States v. Dellinger, CR No. 69-180 (N. D. Ill., decided Febru¬ 
ary 20, 1970), reversed 472 F. 2d 340 (7th Cir. 1972). 



4. State the division or office of the Department of Justice in 


which a memorandum dated May 6, 1969 from Attorney General Mitchell 
to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, marked Deponent 3, in 
Deposition of Robert Mardian, 4/28/75, originated. , State also the names 
and - jtitlejt of any. and-all.individuals who participate.dJ.n.,the^p.r,epar.ation-or-, s 

drafting of the said memorandum; state whether such a document was the 

? - • • • 










5. Set forth as to each case in which the Department of Justice 
submitted for a court's in camera inspection, electronic surveillance relatin 
to any of the plaintiffs herein: 

(a) the name of such case, and the court where the same was 
pending; 

(b) the date of submission; 

(c) a list of all items included in such submission. 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS > 

By:_ Jj jT/w. 

~ tr ~ MORTON STAVIS / 

One of Counsel to Plaintiffs 


Dated:. Newark, N. J.... 

^S^^ uly^ 3p;^j9L75.^ 


Affidavit of Service 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) ss .. . ; 

COUNTY OF E S S E X ) 

Margaret B. Thompson, of full age, being duly sworn according to 
law, upon her oath deposes and says: On July 31, 1975, I served the original 
and one copy of the foregoing Third Set of Interrogatories Addressed to 
Defendants on Edward S. Christenbury, Esq., Civil Litigation Unit, Criminal 
Division, United States Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. . 20530, by 
certified mail, return receipt requested. /"' 




( IjJRAAjiQri' 


Sworn to and subscribed 
before me this 31st day 
of July,, 1975.. . .. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT • 
; DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA V 




DAVID DELLINGER, et al., C 
"... •; - Plaintiffs, 


v. 


- Civil Action - : ’ 

No. 1768-69 S'-Kj'S' V 
THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES 


JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al., 


ADDRESSED. TO DEFENDANTS 


;. Defendants. T:' V'-•' ' -. ' 

- The plaintiffs request that the defendants answer under oath, in 

accordance with Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the within 
Interrogatories, in the space provided; if such space is inadequate, please-V ' 
answer the Interrogatories on additional pages. ." ; VvV- : g. 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a copy of such answers must be - 

served upon the undersigned within the time prescribed by law. ’ T ;'"N 

1. Has the federal government agreed to indemnify or otherwise . 
. compensate defendant Mitchell, or the representatives of defendant Hoover, 
or both, if plaintiffs prevail on their. damage/claim?-;. If such indemnityor 
compensation arrangements have been made, describe their terms and 
extent and the source of authority therefor. If there is a document setting 
forth such arrangement, please furnish a copy or submit such document: 
for copying pursuant to Rule 34 F.R. C.P. 7\ , v T . . 
















Vr 


fry 






/ V ; . - • v» S .V. *• 


2. Did Attorney General Clark respond prior to January 20, 1969 
to a memorandum dated July 2, 1968 from the Director, Federal Bureau of 


•Invest igation,to the Attorney General,the subject of,which was; the effect of 
the Omnibus Crime Control Act of 1968 upon electronic surveillance pro- "i'V 


grams? If so, was such response oral, written, or both?; if oral, please 


I state the date or dates of such communication or communications, and the 




3. List all material submitted as in camera exhibits to courts 


j in United States v... Dellinger, CR No, 69-180 (N. : D. Ill. ,; decided Febr;u- 


! ary. 20, 1970), reversed 472 F. 2d 340 (7th Cir. 1972). 


" 'V-. 


4. State the division or office of the. Department of Justice in 
which a memorandum dated May 6, 1969 from Attorney General Mitchell 
to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation., marked Deponent 3, in 


Deposition of Robert Mardian, 4/28/75, originated. State also the names 



and titles of any and all individuals'who participated in: the preparation or 


;j|^dra : £tm'g-biLthe r saj^.irfchhorandum; rf S'tat-e-whether such a w doou nrent \vas the'' 
!i subject of any conference or meeting and. if so. .state the date and niace 


! contents thereof. If written, please furnish a copy or submit such docu¬ 
ment to plaintiffs for copying pursuant to,Rule 34, Fed. Rules of Civil Proc. 
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5. : Set forth as to 
submitted for a 
to any of the plaintiffs 

(a) the name of such case* and the court where the same was* 
. pending; -X >AX.x.'.:bL/Tr; hx:'' 

- (b) the date.of submission; • -Y Yx' 5 ;- --.Ab-V '• ♦. 

(c) a list of all items included in such submission. 


> 


:o each case inXwhich the Department of Justice; . j- 
>r a court's in; camera ihspectiony 'electronic surveillance- -relatin ? i 
* plaintiffs herein:'. ; ; * LX X; XVvVYy by. 



V v -x. • • * - . 


• * - 


ATTORNEYS FOR.PLAINTIFFS Y X C ' K *;y; 
-err? C 


By::;. 




> Zaa. 


MORTON STAVIS / 

One of Counsel to Plaintiffs : 


Dated: Newark, N.J. 

July 30, 1975. 


Affidavit of Service 


ss.: 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) 

COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 

Margaret B. Thompson, of full age, being duly sworn according to . 
law, upon her oath deposes and says: On July 31, 1975, I served the original 
and one copy of the foregoing Third Set of Interrogatories Addressed to 
Defendants on Edward S. Christenbury, Esq., Civil Litigation Unit, Criminal 
Division,. United States Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. .20530, by. 
certified mail, return receipt requested. ; V y : . v ‘ a;’:’. •' 'X x' 

Sworn to and subscribed ' 

before me this 31st day . VhXy'bv'T r hV'- { ;'' yYyy '"'Xy' 

of July, 1975. ;v; v.'b; ; 'x..yy •: r ; .xx\'- v . 
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IP; PLAINTEXT 


TELETYPE 


TO SAC SAN FRANCISCO (66-672 B) 

‘ ' 1 - Mr. Leavitt 

FROM DIRECTOR, FBI (62-112989) 1 H 

$ 1 - Mr. Mintz 

DAVID DELLINGER, ET AL. V. JOHN N. MITCHELL, ET AL. 

(U.S.D.C., D.C.) CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 1768-69 2 

RE BUAIRTEL DATED APRIL 16, 1975. 

ON MARCH 31, 1976, SA| |OF YOUR OF! 


NITEL 

Jr 

April/, 1976 


RE BUAIRTEL DATED APRIL 16, 1975. 


b6 

b7C 


OF YOUR OFFICE 


ADVISED THAT 


HAVE 


Q Requested access to material being provided to plaintiffs 


o 3 > 


THE COURSE OF DISCOVERY IN THIS CIVIL ACTION AND THAT 


RECORDS OF YOUR OFFICE REVEAL THAT ONLY 


ZP * \ ur xuun uj 

^ ^^^GIVEN ACCESS TO THE MATERIAL. 


TO BE 



o —* 
!£- as 


ON MARCH 31, 1976, DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY, JONATHAN 


C£L I— > B. SMITH, ADVISED THAT[ 


HAS EXECUTED AN AFFIDAVIT 


IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE OCTOBER 24, 1974, COURT ORDER IN 
THIS MATTER AND THAT SHE IS ALSO TO BE ALLOWED ACCESS TO 


THE MATERIAL IN QUES 


SS'^N. li ^ 



Assoc. Dir. - 

p.p. ao Adm. _ GML'.bir • 

dJVM 


Comp. Syst. _— C f 

Ext. AHoirs - 

F iles 8» Com. — 

Gen. Inv.- 

ldent. - . 

Inspection - 

Intel 1.- 

Loborotory -_ 

Plon. & Evol. — 
Spec.)W. . 

L iH c ®P* ., 

T ele pH onevKm. — [C / 


APR 5 1978 



(SEE NOTE PAGE 2) 


FEDtfe ejrtcflU Or mvsiWflTSa' 


3'2%a 


Director Sec'y . 



t—I teletype unit I 



GPO : 1975 O - 569-92p. 









. NITEL TO SAN FRANCISCO ' 

RE: DAVID DELLINGER, etal., v-- 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) CIVIL ACTION* 
FILE NUMBER 1768-69 


* note: 

In instant matter, a civil suit based on allegedly illegal 
electronic surveillance, plaintiffs have sought FBI records regarding 

* pertinent coverage. In view of volume of such records it was re com- 

. mended and approved that Department be furnished a schedule showing 
location and estimate of volume of material along with suggestion that, 
such records be made available for inspection by plaintiffs' counsel at 
the individual field offices during regular working hours arid upon 
reasonable notice to SAC. Department in turn so answered that part 
of the interrogatory and that procedure was in effect agreed to by 

* plaintiffs. On 10/24/74, the Court entered an order in this civil action to 

. modify its earlier protective order dated 2/26/74 to allow plaintiffs 

: "to use commercial facilities and/or student or clerical personnel or 
other assistants to make copies and/or monitor the copying process and 
use student and clerical personnel to read and analyze all material being 
provided in the course of discovery, and to make reports thereon to 
[plaintiffs’] counsel of record. . . ." The order also specifies that 
"any such person obtaining access to the information. . . shall be 
informed of the Court's o$der [dated 2/26/74] and shall sign an 
affidavit . . and indicate assurance of compliance to the order. . . ." 
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'J MAY 1962 IDITlON . ' 
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■§> C UNITED STATES G 




RNMENT 



Assoc. Dir. 






'fit 


FROM 


Memorandum 


Mr. J. B. Adams 


Legal Counse 


date: 5/21/76 


subject: 



7 


DAVID TV DELLINGER, et al., V. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 1768-69 

PURPOSE 



yj 



0? To advise that in connection with ca'ptioned 

7) civil suit Departmental Attorney requires access to files 
^ J Cof individual plaintiffs to prepare for depositions 
Scheduled to begin in late June, 1976. 




YNOPSIS 

\ 

.. . y Captioned civil suit was filed by plaintiffs 

M^seeking monetary damages based on alleged illegal 
__ ^electronic surveillance coverage of them in the past, 

p** f i QQ Vas well as declaratory and injunctive relief against 

1 future coverage. On 5/21/76, Departmental Attorney John 
/^Smith, Criminal Division, advised that he intends to 
^notice depositions for individual plaintiffs beginning 
fcplate June, 1976, and that to prepare for these he 
ijTwill need all information relating to plaintiffs' 
^activities for the past ten years. Mr. Smith 
indicated that he believed direct access to the files 
to be the only feasible way to obtain the information '■ 
he requires and Legal Counsel Division concurs. 



‘ IxJI 

Qe. 

— I 


CURRENT BUREAU POLICY 




Departmental Attorneys have.been given 
direct acc ess to FBI f iles in another civil action 


-//JfS? 



concerning^ 


where such access was also 


necessary in order to properly protect the interests 
of this Bureau. ^ s ^ gl m 

(CONTINUED—=*^VER) 


b6 

b7C 










Ji p? 

,.- 5-5 ’ • 


Legal Counsel Memorandum 
to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David T. Dellinger, et al., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al. 

Civil Action File No. 1768-69 


RECOMMENDATION 


That Departmental Attorney John Smith be 
afforded direct access to the files of the individual 
plaintiffs in captioned civil action for the purposes 
of assembling information required to prepare him to 
conduct depositions of plaintiffs. Such access will 
be afforded within FBI space by the Intelligence 
Division. 

APPROVED: 

Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm 
ftu\ Dep. AD In 




Asst. Dir.: 
Adm. Serv. 



Ext. Affairs_ 

Fin. & Pers_ 

Gen. Inv.. 

Ident.. 

Inspect]) 

Inteli.-Xl 


5 ? 


DETAILS 




La boratory 
Legal Coun/JtfV| 
Plan. & Eval.. 

Rec. Mgmt..., 

Spec. Inv. 

raining..,,.*.,, 


Captioned civil action was filed 
seeking damages for allegedly illegal electronic 
surveillance coverage of plaintiffs in the past and 
declaratory and injunctive relief barring such coverage 
in the future. The plaintiffs are the "Chicago 8" and 
four organizations including the Black Panther Party. 
Extensive discovery has taken place in this case,and 
in connection therewith the Department desires to 
begin depositions of plaintiffs. This wili necessitate 
that the Departmental Attorney in charge of this 
matter, Mr..John Smith, Criminal Division, familiarize 
himself with the activities of individual plaintiffs and 
their public statements as a basis for conducting such 
depositions. % 

4/ V 

• • (CONTINUED - OVER) 
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r<^ 


Si 


Legal Counsel Memorandum 
to Mr. J. B. Adams 
Re: David T. Dellinger, et al., v. 

John N. Mitchell, et al. 

Civil Action File No. 1768-69 


On 5/21/76, Mr. Smith stated that he would 
like to notice depositions for four of the individual 
plaintiffs for late June, 1976. These plaintiffs are 

Abbie Hoffman and Jerry 

Rubin., Mr. Smith advised that he was interested in 
reviewing both public source material and reports and 
letterhead memoranda which summarize the activities 
of these plaintiffs for the past ten years. He 
indicated that upon such review he could then flag 
the particular items that he was interested in having 
copies of. He further indicated that he understood 
that when he had picked out various items of information 
as the basis for questioning that it might be necessary 
with regard to some of the items to converse with 
case Agents in various offices in order to insure that 
a particular line of inquiry would not tend to 
identify informants. 

In view of the volume of material involved 
and the time frame as well as the fact that Mr. Smith 
will be out of town during the period June 6-19, 1976, 
it is believed that the only feasible method for such 
review is by the direct access that Mr. Smith requests. 
This would also preclude heedless duplication of , 

materials which may be of no use for his particular 
purposes. Mr. Smith indicated that he realized that 
he would be examining the materials within FBI space 
and stated that he would like to begin as soon as 
possible. 
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V* STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


TO 


date: 


# ;.w 

r s^- . # 


1 6 JUL 1976 



:Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Attention: Legal Counsel Division 

Richard L. Thornburgh 
Assistant.Attorney General 
Crimiitfhl Division 
suBjECTrDavicr'Dellinger f et al. v. John N. Mitchell, 
et al., (D.D.C.) Civil Action No. 1768-69 

The above-entitled action was filed on behalf of nine 
organizations and.eight individuals, alleging that each 
plaintiff was subjected to actionable electronic surveillance 
by the Bureau. We have recently been provided with answers to 
certain interrogatories served by. us,.from the Southern Conference 
Educational Fund, Catholic Peace Fellowship and War Resisters 
League, and, on the basis of those answers, and affidavits from ^ 
Bureau personnel, we plan to move for summary judgment as to 
those three plaintiff associations. 

By memorandum of February 8, 1973, captioned as above, 
the Department was informed that plaintiffs. Southern Conference 
Educational Fund, Catholic Peace .Fellowship and War Resisters 
League have not been subjected to electronic.surveillance by the^ 
\Bureau". The following are lists , of the addresses and telephone ^ 
numbers of those organizations from 1965 to the present: 

Southern Conference Educational Fund: 



822 Perdido Street fY inn 
t , Mil Suite 4 08 

* ^ New 0 r l eans / Louisiana 

Igd O SlQ *3 (1965 to March, 1966) 



is! dfa <» 

•* -N 2 
o 




, _ _ S/* 

psz 


3210 West Broadway 
Louisville, Kentucky 40211 

3208 West Broadway 
Louisville, Kentucky 40211 
(1969 to 1974) 


Catholic Peace Fellowship : 

1. 5 Beekman Street 
New York, New York 
(1964 to 1968) 

2. 339 Lafayette Street 
New York, New YorJf 
(1968 to present) 


£ 3 /f-% 

502/778-3348 ^' 

502/778-3343=^ ___ ... 

°\'0\ 

J U L - aO 1976 


212/W04-8367 


212/673-8990 




b6 
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Savings Bonds Kegularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 


5010-110 










- 2 - 







War Resisters League : 

1. 5 Beekman Street 

New York, New York 
(1944 to May 1969) 


212/G07-4592 

212/C07-4593 

212/C07-4594 


2. 339 Lafayette Street 

New York, New York 
(June 1969 to present) 


212/228-0450 

212/228-0451 

212/228-0452 


Based upon these lists, we request .that a further elsur. 
check of the three plaintiff organizations be conducted by the 
Bureau. In the event .that , such elsur. cheeks are negative, we 
request-the preparation of affidavits reflecting that fact in 
order.that they might.be filed in support, of our motion for summary 
judgment. 


The affidavits should indicate that searches have been 
undertaken of elsur files at Bureau Headquarters and at any 
field office located in the cities in which each plaintiff 
organization, maintained, or. maintains an office. The addresses 
and phone numbers listed should also be contained in the 
affidavits. 

The affidavits will be filed.pursuant to Rule 44(b), 

Federal, Rules of Civil Procedure. - The Rule requires the 

affidavit to be executed by the custodian of the records 

searched, a statment. that a. "diligent search". has been 

undertaken, and a separate certificate, ,as.provided by Rule 44(a)(1), 

that the affiant is in fact the custodian of the records in 

question. 

Receipt of the affidavits is requested at yo.ur earliest 
convenience. 




AtAlUD 


^ s 
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Airtei 


To SACS, Louisville 

New Orleans 

New York 

a 

from; director, FBI 

mM. 6 - : - a ■ > - 

TavID LE LONGER, et aL v. 
JOHN ti t MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 1768-68 


7/29/76 


(Attn 






c. Dir. - 

Dep. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD Inv. — 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. - 

\ Comp. Sy st. - 

Ext. Affairs - 

F iles & Com. — 

‘*en. Inv. _- 

1«nt. - 

specfion - 

tell. _ 

'^Laboratory - 

Plan. 8. Eval. — . 

I Spec. Inv. - J 

% raining- .MJ 

'LVgal Coun.i;Z ^ \ - 
"elephopife Rm! 
Director Sec'y - 


Enclosed is one copy of Departmental memorandum 
regarding captioned civil action dated 7/16/76. Disregard paragraph 3, 
page 2 concerning Rale 44(b), f ederal Rules of Civil Procedure. CM 
7/28/78, John Smith, Departmental Attorney, telephooicaUy advised 
that he inadvertently failed to include mi the Departmental memorandum 
additional pertinent Information regarding plaintiff Catholic Peace 
fellowship; 


524 Upper Broadway 
Nyack, New York 
(1964 - present) 


212/LQ8-6200 

914/EL8-4G01 


jl Louisville and New Orleans are requested to have a 

I Special Agent conduct an ELS UR check concerning plaintiff Southern 
| Conference Educational Fund. New York is requested to have a Special 
| Agent conduct ILSUR checks concerning plaintiffs Cstholic Peace 
f Fellowship and War Resisters League. In the event these checks are 
negative, the Agents conducting the searches should prepare a notarized 
affidavit reflecting that fact. The addresses and telephone numbers 
listed In the Departmental memorandum as well ae those furnished by 
Mr. Smith on 7/28/76, should be set forth In the affidavits. 

Enc. 


NOTE: Based on Legal Counsel memorapo 
.dated 7/27/76. .&( ? ( 

, tea. ■ 

' < 12 > V' , 


• 3/^-f 

to 




TELETYPE UNIT □□ 





GPO : 1975 O - 569-920 







. A' 


Airtel to SAC, Louisville 
Re: David DeUtnger, «t at. ?. 
John N. Mitchell, et at 
Civil Action File Re. HB8--09 


furnish the agttnvtts, or in the alternative, positive 
information to the Bureau, Attention: Legal Cotneel DivieSaa, no later 
than 8/0/70. wueatioaa concernin g tide matter may be directed to 
Special Agent) |Eateeeion 4932, FBI Beadqwurtera 


Ext. Affairs-—■ 


APPROVED? Ext. ArTairs 

Asccc. Dir-*'"*• & •■ pr: 

Dep. AD G3n * !nv - 

Dep. AD [dcnI '. 

Asst Dir.: W ' Inspection 


i.abnratoryy 
Larjsl Court 

!ai i. t*t i— -/ ji 

R^c. Iviiirr.t. 
Spec. lnv..~ 


Adm. Serv.. 


Intell.- Training.. 
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* V - % UftlfED STATES GOWRNMENT 


# 


to : Mr. J. B. Adams 


Legal Couns 


date: 7/2:;7/76 



Assoc. Dir. ___ 
Dep. AD Adm. 
Dep. AD Inv. _ 
Asst. Dir.: 

. Adm. Serv. — 
Ext. Affairs 
Fin. & Pers. 1 
Gen. Inv. — Z_ 

Ident. ___ 

Inspection — 

Intell.__ 

Labartfrflfty.- 


subject: DAVIEjTDELLINGER, et al. v. 
JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., D. C.) 

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 1768-69 






PURPOSE 


N IS UNCLASSIFIED 

'-J-fej R a L . 


To advise that the Department has requested that 


ELSUR checks be conducted concerning three organizational 
plaintiffs in this) lawsuit. 


SYNOPSIS 


By memorandum da63ET2/8/73, the Director 
informed the Department that plaintiffs Southern Conference 
Educational Fund, Catholic Peace Fellowship and War Resisters 
League have not been electronically surveilled by this Bureau. 

These plaintiffs recently produced a list of their addresses-,and 

telephone numbers from T965 to present. By attached memorandum 

dated 7/16/76, the Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division a 

requested that further ELSUR checks be conducted.regarding the // Si 

above plaintiffs at FBI Headquarters and at any field office located . 

in .cities in which each plaintiff organization maintained or 

maintains an office. In the event such checks are negative, the 

Assistant Attorney General, requests the preparation of affidavits 

reflecting that fact. The FBI’s Personnel Officer, however, will 

be'required to submit an affidavit specifying that the individuals 

who conducted the ELSUR checks and submitted the affidavits are _ / 

Special Agents of the FBI. r Y- j 0 M&SS £<2-~~Z) 

Enc: ’ " : *• \ / \ / 


3.^ 




-'Mr. Walsh 


(Attn: 


i 



1 1_ 

1 - Mr. M intz; 

2 * 

GML:kiw 


(CONTINUED - OVER) 
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Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the~Payroll Savings Plan 


















Pegal:Cqunse^Meh^ 
to Mr. J. Bi Adams r: v/; 

?^ e " David Dellinger, et al. v;? ; 

, John N. Mitchell, et al.jV-'. £ 
y‘-; Action File No.’ 1768-69 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


' - v., ,, : kk.- r ~. -ft Xhat lNTD conduct ELSUR checks in accordance 
with the request by the Department and in the event such cheeks ! 
are negative, submit a notarized affidavit reflecting same^' v -3; 


’^ h ! S P er sonnel Officer;submit an affidavit 

specifying that affiants are Special Agents of this;Bureau^/' '■■■’?-} 


TV ■ -v - ' • r 3 - plat upon receipt of above, Legal Counsel '3 
^tyi^ion correspond: with the Department,': v-v'-i'k^.v; • 


APPROVED?^ 

A§6ee. blr...4.„™ 
. jtep. AD ActoiL.: 
Dap.: AO Invfi2!l 
A«st Oir: . \J j 
.Atei-Serv^^, 


" Ext. Affairs.;. 
- Fini. & Pers.: 
i'-.Gen.- Ihv.L... 

• .V Inspection;!.; 
|ntell . 


Laboratory^ 
Legal Getm.\ 
Plan; AByaji 
Mimk. 



(CQNTiNUED,-foVER) 






v . ^ - a?, .^7^ :- 


Legal Counsel Meipbrandum 
, to Mr.:j«I. B. Adams : .... • -. . .. • v: 
R e:... David Dellinger, et al. v. ? ?-- •• 
•■.■-•John N. Mitchell,- et al;: • . • •'• 
Civil Action File No. 1768-69 


details: . 

1 . v V . Captioned civil action was filed oii behalf of . : ^ 
nine organizations and eight individuals.alleging illegal K ' 7 

electromc surveillance. By memorandum dated 2/8/-7.3 : . % 

arpctoi^m|orme^ the Department that plaintiffs Southern. . •• 
n^nce^Edncational Fund, Catholic Peace Fellowship ^ - 
a ?a -^£>Sesist.er;s^eague have not been electroriicallv ^ 
surveilied by: this Bureau". t : V .. ’ 

• i .. \ 'These organizatiohhl.plaihtiffs recently produced 
m discovery the following list of th^ir addresses' and telephone r! 
numbers from 1965 to present: /; > ^ /•:. :X; ; V:- : ' P ^ 

" Southern Conference Educational Fund: V - V ‘ - 77 

L 822 Per dido* Street{ -•<£ .' / v . /.' 

; ' Suite 408 ■ ’f/v.: • ■ '• A'l'T?*/-&}'?.- 

ii; 7 > • >: 7 New Orleans,. Louisiana >%*>.- ‘ . - : : 

.: /-•;/.. . (1965.to:March, 1966); l r - ■ TV’..-JV... 

: i : ; 2 -v 3210 West Broadway ^ 502/778 T 3348 

: v >Louisville,;Kentucky 40211 502/778^3349 

; . . 3. 32Q8 West Broadway'. . f ,. :t 

. : X- 7 Louisville, Kentucky 40211 - . " / 

; ..(1969 to 1974) ./ ^V 4'V* •; \ 


(CONTINUED - OVER). ■ 








i ■■- /-in t'.my. " 

r,- •T5> ; §^.. - ; " t;- . • - • •■' 


Legal ^ou^elMeinorandi^-^K^; 
' to Mr;.. jv|B\j Adams ; ; / 

Re:/David Dellinger, et Ul. /;y;V// 
\. i i Johii N; Mitc he 11, et al .> 4^ > • 

: t - /Civil; Action File No. 1768-69 V 


t Catholic Peace Fellowship: 

v 1. 5. Beekinan Street > ; v 
w yNew York, New York ; 
/v-(1964. to 1968) :, ; 

§■ 2. ?39 Lafayette; Street 
///New Ybrk, New.York 
,1:? (1968;tq present)/ ://■ 

. .War.. Resisters League: /. 

1.:: 5 Beekman, Street / _ 

/ Netv York, .New York 
-V - :;(1944 to May , >1969) , t 

339 Lafayette; Street /* > 
/// New York, New York 
>/;-/< (June, 1969, to present) 


212/W04-8367 


212/673^8990 


2l2/C07-f4592 

212/007^4593 

2i2/C0'7-4594 

212/228-0450 
212/228-0451 . 
212/228-0452 


- - /• . v;-' By attached memorandum dated 7/16/76, the > / -I. ! . 

Assistant Attorney General,; Criminal Division* requested -that • 
further ELSUR checks be conducted by this Bureau. In the V ^ v ..; / 
event such checks, are negative,/the Assistant Attorney. General, v> >1 
Criminal Division, requests the preparation of affidavits reflecting. , j 
that fact'. The affidavits should specify that searches have been :/. > 
made of ELSPR files at FBI Headquarters and"at any field offices >. 
ibcaJtedTn theicities^in which each plmntiff orgaiuzation maintained . ' 
or presently maintains ;an offipe> The addresses'and telephone /'/ 
numbers listed above: shbuld also be contained in the affidavits^/.:/; : 


/ (CONTINUED f t)VER) 


.V: -:4;---? 












‘.G>'~xk ^ ./vg. a 






- S ‘ vA-JcT /*^ v ; 




Legal 4 Cdjurisel ^mo^anduni;; ^> 

.••t? J^-A^ ; 0;:^Ldams -,.tV' 

Re: David^L)eiiinger,Cet^aU , y;-%? 
.. Jphn^N>lVlitchell; ;et al! 1 ? ? vr 
> . CiviLAction File No. -,1768-69 


*,, P n 7/20/76, Jonathan B. Smith, Departmental ^ 

Attorney handling this matter, advised we should ignore the /*' 
information concerning Rule 44(b) in the second to last 
paragraph, page 2 of the Assistant Attorney General’s • 
memorandum dated 7/16 '76. The FBI’s Personnel Officer ! 

wiil be required to submit an affidavit specifying that 
that mdmduals whosubmit^d the ELSim check affidavit? I 
are Special'Agents of the FBI. ‘ ^ '£<■ 


0 airtel dated V29/76, Louisville, New Orleans 

and New York were requested to conduct ELSUR checks and ^ 
to submit affidavits, if appropriate; r 



•• -:5 
















e*in1 plain text or code) 

^^ AIRMAIL 


(Priority) 


^W 0: 

* V-'sS§ 


DIRECTOR, FJ 
ATTENTION: 


LEGAL COUNSEL DIVISION 


FROM: ~ SAC, NEW ORLEANS (66-2864) (RUC) . v r 

O : i t w - 

DAVID DELLINGER, et al. , v. . --/if 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al. ! 

(U.S.D.C., D.C.) 

C IVIL ACTION FILE NO. 1 768-69- . - < )l{' L _' 

f . 

Re Bureau airtel to Louisville, 7/29/76. ' 

.Enclosed for the Bureau is the original, and three 
copies of, an affidavit of Supervisor CLIFFORD H. ANDERSON, 
which responds to referenced Bureau airtel. 


INFORMATION CONTAINED 
UN IS UNCLASSIFIED 


: s/sv^c) 


^2)- Bureau (Encs. %) 

2 - New Orleans (T-- 66-jgp'4) 

(1- 6 6-2'8 5 5 ) 


CHA:pd 

(4) 

\c-cu. 4a 




es2C2ES2SSJ 


? — 2^ 
im~® m 



w'ff}, KPP 

0 1076 



Approve® £ r 

/, ;J ly/n 

Sent _ 

y ppr 


Special Agent in Charge 


^ * U. S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFfIcE ; 1969 O - 346-090 (11) 






































iU THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
DAVID DELLINSER, et al. ) 

Plaintiffs ,, ) 

) 

v* ) Civil Action No. 1788-69 

) 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, at al.,> 

) 

Defendants. ) 

) 

_ . _ ) 

Parish of Orleans ) 

) ss 

State of Louisiana ) 


I® Clifford H, Anderson, after having been duly sworn, 
do hereby depose and state the following: 

I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investiga¬ 
tion (FBI) and am currently assigned to the New Orleans, Louisiana, 
Field Of fide of. the FBI. 

""'On August 2, 1976, I made a careful and diligent search 
of the electronic surveillance indices maintained at the New Orleans 
Louisiana, Field Office of the FBI, which include the following: 

(1) Index cards indicating the name of subjects of 
electronic surveillances and the date or dates such 
surveillances were maintained; 

(2) Index cards indicating the names of persons who 
while not subjects of a surveillance, were incidentally 
overheard on surveillance of another and the date or 

t dates' of such overhears. 

Based upon siy search?; 1 I determined that these indices 
contained no record of electronic surveillance of the following 


























THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


DAVID DELLINGER, et al., 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

JOHN N. MITCHELL, et al., ) 

> 

Defendants. ) 
__ ) 


Civil Action No. 1768-69 


City of Washington ) 

) ss 

District of Colombia ) 



? CONTAINED) 
D?! : | A^IFIED > 

AFFIDAVIT 


S. Ray Burns, being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1) I am a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) and 
presently assigned as Personnel Officer at FBI Headquarters, ^Washington, D. C. 

2) I hereby attest that Clifford H. Anderson is a Special Agent of the 
FBI currently assigned to the New Orleans, Louisiana Field Office of the FBI. 

3) I hereby attest that Edmund V. Armento is a Special Agent of the FBI 
currently assigned to the Louisville, Kentucky*Field Office of the FBI. 

4) I hereby attest that Neil F. Divers is a Special Agent of the FBI 
currently assigned to the New York, New York Field Office of the FBI. 


s. rAy burns 

Special Agent 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this_day of_, 1976. 


NOTARY PUBLIC 


My Commission expires 







